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VffTfT 3TTrTtTT 

?rr^r 


Ttf fwft, 7 m 1992 


_ „ o 44 xrmm m mtraw fit nm i * nrrt) % m*n( 2 ) S 

-■ a jUr, ZfcLfc, * ^ t ( 4) it ft*™ ^ W ™ 1 ™ Wfaf ^ 1951 

% zz st?™ si «*. iS*-«■» *- ^ * ; 


*, _ , M >p=n fe» aft TT * Tt mwi * n * w"t ™ "‘ to ' "# <j "* V” 

EfilniT m rirnrtfw ^ ?> 


sf, T , OT , faVR=r rmit^i tph wfirfm ^ am 

ftf) tft wft % nr ftn) 

^ ^ finfer Htfira \ 1 


1c >-tt % n^mr ir Tfp? T?y wmft * smr ( 1 ) * m * 

wt r4qT ifriT? % ^ 3fV % Pi* nttw nfr -irfta *t 


24U 01/92* 1 
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®PT RtPffr fotfipuifir ^ Rio firafipr ^ RPt *Tflp<ff RR fRT^TT ¥T Trm 

R° afrc RPT 3frt tot 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


l. sflr RWr T fay groKT 

ftqfaR, 1989 


2. —H#~ 


2—RtOpTfat 


—Rfr— 


%3Tf R^ fTOfaT, 
RRR TPR, 

tnrWdfl-, 
ffafatRR R^ftnr, 
RTCRfat, 
i 

RR; yRo tTROj 

]8i, aik*T, 

Rmfat, 

RtAT I 


ffatfaR aRRt HR nhi 4t 
TRT RTfatT TTR if WCT V? I 


——— 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 1992 

O.N. 244.—Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied 
that each of the contesting candidates specified in column 
(4) of the Table below at the General Election to the House 
of the People as specified in column (2) and held from tho 
constituency specified in column (3) against his/her name has 
failed to lodge any account of his/her elect'on expenses as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 


[r° 7 e/)fm—ffr° Ro/91] 
wmr R, 

tfo %o MEnrd«f, qfar 

And, whereas, the said candidate, has either not furnished 
any reason or explanation for tho said failure even after 
due notice or the Election Commission, after considering 
tho representation made by him/her if any, is satisfied that 
he/she has no good reason or justification for the said 
failure; ' • 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the person 
specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified 
for being chosen as, and for being a member of either 
House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or 
Legislative Council of a State or Union Territory for a 
period of three years from the date of this order :— 


TABLE 


S. Particulars of Election S. No. & Name of Name & Address of the Reasons for 

No. Parliamentary contesting candidate disqualification 

Constituency 


1 . 2 . 


3 


4. 


5. 


1. General Elections 2 -Mormugao 

to the House of the 
People, 1989. 


2. -do- 


-do- 


Desai Madhu Vithcba, 
Ground Floor, 
Yamuna Appartmcnts, 
Sirvodem, Navelim, 
Margao, Ga. 

Prabhu M.S., 

181, Borda, 

Margao, Goa. 


Failed to lodge any 
account of 
cl cti:>K i xpenses. 


-do- 


[N . 76/GOA-H P/91] 
By order, 

A. K. SR l VAST A VA, Secy. 


[writ—qi?3(iii)| 


ara vt tittsi . i o, 1 992 /OTfaaq i a, i 9 i 4 
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wtw 

qf fufa, 7 TOt, 199 2 

sir.ar. 245 :—otct IfaiWa orfar woryia jfr oar | far ofaqroT t fan ^q, 1991 if jq arama fqfaqq tr f'-nr i-aoqfaxfataatra 
fqqfaq-efa % ffarfaa qfa Ufa awtff faufa faqifa fa qqq fiF sir, sfihh o*fa , qqqrr, fa?r afafaftRa qfaffaq, 1951 ort 

rRfaq 9qiq jjn fafal JTT| fafaff Tufa fajfair «tfa Rt faTT fa^R Orfa if ROaR Tff £ ; 

3ftt, mr *r«rfa % ffafaq xrtfat am *trrt ffa 5 fa m fa, nrqfa qa awTor % fact fa£ wr mz r rossfamr iff ffar 

11 

wt:, or, or qfqffaa fa am 1 o^r tr oaora if amr fqfatq arfar wtr am faufa faqrfa fa to fan; sag *ffr aaa % 
fofa fa rut «h or fafa xua/far ttr-w fa faaiq rot wi Praia aftaa, tr qua ^a far far fat t fa?, ?a nMw fa arffa if 
faq fa fa t f»Hr 4 ‘fa ^ faa far faq affair amrr ^ i 


[qsar: 7 6/qqq far faq-fao qo/91] 
ufar if, 

itu fa famaa, afaa 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 1992 

O.N. 245.—Whereas the Election Commission of India 
is satisfied that Smt, Minaxiben Nayankumar Shah, Hanuman 
Street, Btilsar, a contesting candidate at the General Elec¬ 
tion to the House of the People held in June, 1991 from 
1-Daman & Diu Parliamentary Constituency has failed to 
lodge any account of her election expenses as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 


And, whereas, the said candidate has not furnished any 
reason or explanation for the said failure even after due 
notice of the Election Commission ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of tho said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares Smt. Minaxiben 
Nayankumar Shah, to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being a member of either House of tho Parliament 
or the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State/ 
Union Territory for a period of thxcc years from the date 
of this order. 

[No. 76/DD-HP/91] 
By Order, 
A. K. SR1VASTAVA, Secy 


of ffafa, 7 foafar, 1992 

3tt.3t, 24 o faqr srfqfqftrw afaffaa, ihso ( 1950 *t 43) fa am i 3 'f | afaawm (1) far (2) a faffa awfa trayma t far 
arffa 1 art, 1975 fa aafa faaaaqT aw soh/tto au/75 u «fww qrfa jq ffafaq arfaq *at> sra:— 

1. fat fa an fa tr pmr 1 if ftfaffar qFaqqra ur % sf?fa> ffarr/far % fap ufa OTaa to 2 a fafaffai qffaafa fa aa 
% ffaf ffatT fqfaqq afsmfa tr *a *1 aaTfa^T wr t, far 

2. anfa % w-a 3 t, a? fta ffafaoR amn | aRt t>TT sfa afatfaf afa tfamfa rt afar faar 1 


amfa 


ffarr/fta fa or wt far opt 

ffarr fafaqa afsparfa aa afara 

afafafar xt r m' 

1 

2 

3 

t. rnrta RiF 

anjoi, asraffara, 

qua a^r 


*nn*T --3 


2 ffatTOJ 


tTVo sfto 1 -mT< 0 fjTtrff 

tr?f 0 0 mr 0 



3. anfa aafa qfasTO 

4 ? 7 , 

Rafa wfc ariarrx ftrar 1 


anif afar 


4 ffaaaPRrnf-aTf^qrtrnT 

c t't 1 ., 

7^— q’Tpjp' f^FTT 1 


fa»RarrRTT faTTROF: 


5. farfa wk 

fafafr afar 

fwr 

e. tfaT^ 


aaaff faar i 

7. afar 


aaa faar i 
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1 


2 


8- 

9. 

10- fftrPrfTT 
u ^ 

12. !Rr 

13- fi ^(4 y .i | if'ir 


1^1?; 4ftqrT 
T4T4T, FTR-f^r 
*f7'4RT, ■TTfyfW 

"PTIST, fsfks*JT ’ami 
4TTRT, fa#* f ITT) 


14. «FgrTfr 
1 s. httpt^Fpt 
it-1a'4«t 


16. 



17. TTTTPTTfr 
18- TTTpnRK 

19. t ngWRr 



2 0- fd EH "I 4 r 'fl 
21. f4W<H K 
22- 'FTTfTTf)' 


4TTRC JTPrmddlH'JT 
^-rr-fTT«7 
TTRT, 'RRfiSITS 


47474T TTTTTTjn 
diddiT, 4nW3fR 
4TTf3T, Tf^TfiT 
nenrrnfTT 

•a o 

'T' 7 T r li T , fcPRT^Tt 

’ -\ 


TTfR, TTRTm 


.1 

TpOTF fiPTr I 
WAqf^y for >47 I 
Tl^f<lR»T f-TTf I 
Tjr fsTTT I 
fsf-^jv-t' ^pTrfT^rr i 
fd^f^Tr-TT Errr i 
f44T I 

HHIIM-icflH'H 4 t-T fn-T-T f^TTT I 

% 1 


TTTteT fTTT I 
TramriTT fTT'T i 
WTO4P fTTT I 
Trffpft'T JT«rmrfTn *or f%m i 

O >3 S 3 

fr«fi-m44r fa^rr i 

f^rsrwci'H'iT f^PTT i 
TTTfUTv) fjTTT I 


[tt. 508/T. =T./ 92 

?T1%W ft, 

I?. $. «fkTrrr, Tferar 


New Delhi, the 7th September, 1992 

O. N. 246 : —In pursuance of the provisions contained in sub-sections (1) and (2) of Section 13AA 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), and in supersession of its Notification No. 508/- 
TN/75 dated 1st March 1975, the Election Commission in consultation with the State Government hereby: 

(1) designates for each district/area in the State of Tamil Nadu specified in column 1 of the Table 
below the officer specified against it in column 2 thereof as the District Election Officer for the 
District/Area, and 

(2) specifies the area, in respect of which each such officer shall exercise jurisdiction, in column 3 
of the Table. 

TABLE 


S.No. & Name of the District/Arca Designation of District Election Area of Jurisdiction 

Officer 


1 2 3 


1. Madras City 

2. Chengalpattu—MGR 

3. North Arcot—Ambcdkar 


Commissioner, 
Corporation of Madras, 
Madras-3 
Collector of 
Chengalpattu- MGR 
Collector of North 
Arcot Ambcdkar 


Madras City 


Chengalpattu 
MGR, District 
North Arcot 
Ambedkar Distt. 
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[wri II-w n(iii)l 


tTT^Fi H7TTTJTT3 'i0, 1 992/wifoop 1 8, 1 91 -l 


(U 


( 2 ) 


(3) 


4. Tiruvannarnalai 
Sambuvaruyar 

5. South Areot 

6. Dharmapuri 

7. Salem 

8. Periyar 

9. Coimbatore 

10. The Nilgiris 

11. Madurai 

12. DindigulAnna 

13. Tiruchirappalli 

14. Thanjavur 

15. Nagapattinam 
Quaid-E-Milleth 

16. Pudukkottai 

17. Ramanath-lpurain 

18. Kamarajar 

19. Pasumpon Muthuramalinga 
Thevar 

20. Tirunelveli—Kattabomman 

21. Chidambaranar 

22. Kanniyakumari 


Collector of 
Tiruvannarnalai - 
S unbuvaryar 
Collector of South Arcot 
Collector of Dharmapuri 
Collector of Salem 
Collector of Peryar 
Collector of Coimbatore 
Collector of the Nilgiris 
Collector of Madurai 
Collector of Dindigul Anna 
Collector of Tiruchirappalli 
Collector of Thanjavur 
Collector of Nagapattinam 
Quaid-E-Milleth 
Collector of Pudukkottai 
Collector df Ramanathapuram 
Collector of Kamarajar 
Collector of Pasumpon 
Muthuramalinga Thevar 
Collector of Tirunelveli 
Kattabomman 
Collector of Chidambaranar 
Collector of Kanniyakumari 


Tiruvannarnalai 

Sambuvaryar 

District. 

South Aicot D'striet 
Dharmapuri Distt. 

Salem Distt. 

Periyar Distt. 

Coimbatore Distt. 

Nilgiris Distt. 

Madurai Distt. 

Dindigul Anna Distt. 
Tiruchirappalli Distt. 
Thanjavur Distt. 
Nagapattinam 
Quaid-E-Milleth Distt. 
Pudukkottai Distt. 
Ramanathapuram District 
Kamarajar Distt. 

Pasumpon Muthuramalinga 
Thevar Distt. 

Tirunelveli- Kattabomman 
Distt. 

Chidambaranar Distt. 
Kanniyakumari Distt. 


armr 

^ feotft, 7 1992 


[No.508/TN/92] 

A. K. SRIVASTAVA, Sccy, 


3n.sr.247 :—Cm Cm trnfm art namm rfr mrr I f% 2 -amppa 7? pnfmCmf-tt-fm p Art p*p % Cm mam 
Cmtap pop par amof at map amt?, -tea trot (arm) 7 rcftpm- 79 i 102, Crar^r Cmm, a^rm ata 
atar aCrCrCrfa afuCma, 1951 aV a am aara pit Cmpf amatCm app Cram mat a?r arCra 

natt it poam , 

aft, at amp amt?, a mmar gapr fan ait at at tt=r anwar % fra artf arpm a«mt tp^amai ppt 
fear I att CmtPP amtp arr a? rmram at ppt t far p-tp qTPP-Ta amarair % Cm ktf aarm aura- at rntfam 
Hit % 

op:, sm, pop afaCma ait am 1 oar % ppppp Jr, Cam amra at ptpp amt? art pop % famt aft fap 
ht foot Cram pot amor Cram afrpp % p-rm art aV ?>P % fan am jp%p art arCmr P rfm arf art arramfa 
a: Cm farttm atCm anar t 1 


[p. 7 e/a nap/ 91 ] 

OT^P it, 

'ta. ^t. wrr, pCaa 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, ihe 7th September, 1992 

O.N. 247,—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Tabang Jamoh, Post Ram (Via) Pasighat-791102, 
District East Siang, Arunachal Pradesh, a contesting candi¬ 
date for the General Election to Lok Sabha, 1991 from 2- 
Arunachal East .Parliamentary Constituency has failed to 
lodge any account of his election expenses as required by the 
representaion of the People Act, 1951 and the rules made 
thereunder ; 

And, whereas, Shri Tabang Jamoh has not furnished any 
reason or explanation for the said failure even after due 


notice and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares Shri Tabang 
Jamoh to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being 
a member of cither House of the Parliament or of the Legis¬ 
lative Assembly, or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of 3 years from the date of this order. 

[No. 76/ARUN/91] 
By Order, 
S. D. PERSHAD, Secy. 


faFffr, 7 fudJ-CT, 1992 


3TT. 3T. 2 48—ftVRT *nT>T ET BRItJET WTI fa Tt BTTTr % ERST ( 2) it TTT fafaime JTsq Ttw fTOTT *WT 
% BTfrnTtr fvEfcrT/TT fjErfaT T far Tt *TRT (3) if fafatW frETEd T? T fTT (4) if 

frfrfc'R' frTRT ThET TEH TtfT 7T'«r«ff, TIE TfdfTfhRT srfafrmr, 1951 T4T TiftT ST-TIT TP faTTf 3 TTr sttfsTT 

tet hrmfr T etrt ( 5 ) Jr ttt Tfrcr frdfqd *mff tt <nftr*T tpmt if wer-t | ; 

ark ThT tr«ifdYr if ette gmrr for tet tt Yr tet srrrEmrr % fTr Tit mTor w«T4T Tiff fcTT 

£ afk fTTkrT 'tttTt tt t? tttpttt ft ttt t fo ttY ttt tet % fiF Ttt TTfar tttt zrr mYrYET 

Tift f. ; 

3ET: TT, YrYfTT TTT1T TTT TfYfTTT Tt THT 1 0-T % TTTCT if Tt't Tt TTITTt % ERT (4) if faff ft "I 
atrfTrtff Tt tbt % fYYt *fr im Y tt fTYr tp?t Tt Yrjtt ttt ttti Yeih qfkrT % ttft ^t tet ark sft* T 
fTtT ttYt Tt rrnkr ttYt tY Tf EPFrorfKr % fair frdfT YtfYiT Eirr t 1 

TR«[t 

fddkd m farTT frrkTT Tt ret. mpt tt# *rwrtf tttttt 

afkTPT TT TTT afk TTT 


1 


1 . tst tYt famr rr*n 
Y fi-t o nromr 
1990 


2 . 


—Tfr- 


3 . 


-lift — 


133—TvfkT fTTTT TTT 
fdVrE-T-ftr 


-TST— 


134—TTrff (T.TT. ) 
fTSTET TTT frthT Tar 


4- 


—T^t— 


fTTfTT-ffoT 


Tt ■ET'T 

fTTRd aqtff ET 

TqiHKI 

4lf r JT 

TTfifT TTETT 

TST 5 r% 5 T 

WJpRT TfT 1 

T[. tf. 5 TR. 

UT*T TTET 

Tr. Tttf 

—q?ft— 

Tf rfrifr ET^T 
tmT ttaTTfT, 

tf. fttr, 

fETl fWvTTW, 

JTW IJtTT 

—Tift— 

Tf 

UTR TTfiTtf, 

T>. tRT'jr 

firm — Tnrqr 

Rctr srtvr 1 

—Etft— 


Tit 

ert 


vrr 

if 
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<*TTR TT THPTff: .wr i o, 1 ogii/wrfm 18, 1 t>l 4 


[R<r:;(ili)] 

1 2 

5. sr^srfiroR wr 

% fan RT pT^fa'I, 
1991 


6. —Rff— 


7. —Rft— 


8. —*T#t— 


141—TtfiPT ft9R HAT 
fRIR-T-SR 


2 9 3—(5r.5T.3n.) 
fatTR R4T fiR^R-aRT 


297—rptrY (str.r.) 

faiTR ?T*TT fiR?*R-$cT 


307—te'TITR (5T.5T.5tr.) 
fafJR TTHT fR^TTRR Sffa 


p -ft TTHT[ 5RTT-T RR? 

unr 4 R. sfRut 
«TRT Trf^TfT 
f^T^TT—TPRT 
(*tr 5T^r) 

«ft TRf *R<T 

-a 

R4 TlTTf 
4>. ^TTTRT 
TT^. *3RT>T 
*TR sritR I 
«rV qRrRs 
43. {%'T^R 
TTjJ - '“rsm'iY 
fspTT—^TfjR 
PR 5R5T 
«ft TUR^IR 
TTTP 5PFTBTC, 

Pif, RR"R? 
fspR 3TRTTT 
PR ST^R I 


5 

fjRfap RR R Rtf Pt 
?tf3TT *TR p 
PPPR | 


—Rft— 


—Pfft— 


—Pift—- 


[p. 7g/p. ST,-fa. SET./9 1 ( 11)] 

pfatr P, 

PRR fa?, pfpp 


ORDER 


Now Delhi the 7th September, 1992 

O. N. 248—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified 
incolumn(4) of the Table below at the General Elcction/Bye Election to the Madhya Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly as specified in column (2) held from the Constituency specified in column (3) against his/her name 
has failed to lodge an account of his/her election expenses as required by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 and the rules made thereunder as shown in column (5) of the said Table; 

And, whereas, the said candidates have not furnished any reason of explanation for the said failure 
even after due notice and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that they have no geed reason or justi¬ 
fication for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
the persons specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, a 
member of either House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
fora period of 3 years from the date of this order:— 

TABLE 


S. Particulars of election No. and Name of 
No. Constituency 

1. 2. 3. 


Name and address of 
contesting candidate 

4. 


Reason for 
disqualification 
5. 


1. 


General Election 
to the Madhya Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly, 


1990 


133 -Baloda bazar 

Assembly 

Constituency 


Sh. Pa rook Khan Nayapara 
Baloda bazar 
Madhya Pradesh 


Failure to Lodge 
any account of 
t lection expenses 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

2. General Election to the 

133—Baloda bazar 

Dr. D.R, Dhurandcr 

Failure to Lodge 

Madhya Pradesh 

Assembly 

Vill Rawan 

any account of 

Legislative Assembly, 
1990 

Constituency 

Post Modi 

Madhya Pradesh 

election expenses 

3. -do- 

134 Pallari (SC) 
Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Moti Lai 

Vill Sonadah, 

Post Viri, 

Distt. Bilaspur, 

Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

4. -do- 

137—Saraipali 

Assembly 

Constituency 

Shri Parcshwar Singh Rai, 

Vill Santpali, 

P. Bhanwarpur, 

Tah. Saraipali, 

Distt. Raipur, 

Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

5. -do- 

141—Rajim 

Assembly 

Constituency 

Shri Kamata Prasad Pathak 

Vill & P. Borasi, 

Thana Rajim, 

Distt. Raipur, 

Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

6. -do- 

293—Dhulkot (ST) 

Assembly 

Constituency 

Shri Dallu Mangat 

Vill. Pipri, 

Post Surpala, 

Teh. Khargone 

Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

7. -do- 

297—Barwani (ST) 
Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Sureshchandra Waskale 
Post Silawad, 

Teh, Barwani, 

Distt. Khargone, 

Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

8. Bye election to the 

307 -Petlawad (ST) 

Shri Sarwaniya 

-do- 

Madhya Pradesh 

Assembly 

Vill. Jhaknawada, 


Legislative 

Assembly, 1991 

Constituency 

Tah. Petlawad, 

Distt. Jhabua 

Madhya Pradesh 



[No.76/MP—LA/91 (11)] 
By Order, 
BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 

fcfat, 7 firman:, 1992 

3TT.3T. 249—^ mOTT 5> W | fa 4f % (2) t 3TO HfarTO % fflPTAT 

Prefer W' faro fa tof*t (3) Sr fafafe: ffarfa'T (far 4 §to I, (4) h tott falrfe? ffatfaT Afa 

3^ jfafa spRTsff, sffa TfafafuTT SlfafWT, 1951 TAT T-gfa T-TfE AT ffafat SPT SfafSTT ATT ^tTfaft % 3fF'4 

( s ) jf zr«n ^xm w ffarfaT tt %<tt tiLto *rfaf if atea t%t | ; 

jffr ^ nrwrf«pff C ’jttt faro apt qr fa -tot ?r?rawTT % farofaf ^rorsmr *wfapr fear 

I sfrr mahr : ;t ts rwrarr ix *ptt f fa att apt to tottatt % fan; ^’ri rofapr ttto to ^iTtfarT 

*£i I ; 




I'm If-iatr :ifiii)l 

■qF^ TT g TH*H 

-■ *FTzqr 1 n, 1 9!) z/wtFo^t 1 R, 1914 
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m., k, ftrafaq 'qraiq am qU-ifwr 4\ nm i o-t * *r H/tq q?r ?rrc>nt 

rRrptY *rt tor £ fajft 4 ft *rR in fa*ft trt qR fqmq tott tort fasrpr qfrqq % to? 

*n^ tft mftm ?r pfto q*f q?y tt^rRi Y Rr RTOfaq qrPrr r'tt ft 1 

tprI 

+• ( 4 ) ir fqfqfe^ 

qq qpr trtq qtY % fro* 

t . *r. RqqfTOr *pt Rttor 

q'TOftq fqqfqq qft 

t. q . qY< qqq 

Rqqm tor ar% TOTOff *pt 

VJ •TOT 5rRt qqi 

fq^qqr vt qriT>q 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 . vftVTOTT % Rr TOTT- 
TR PR'T^T 1991, 
(JTSJT ff%»T TRT) 

7-Rqi? tottr fYqfror-sfa 

MY tor 

tRqrr q'Ffrqr, q-Rr, 

TOq qRT 

fqq'rqq sqqf *pt 
•4t %rt qrRsR qR Jr 
smq 1 

2 . -qfr- 

a-'TRr qqRtq fqqfqq-sqq 

«fY vrarq-R (r), 

qrq q q'r. qttRt, 
fqRT TORT, TOq 1 

-RT- 

3. -Rift- 

-qqt- 

«ft <rfH jsq, 
qqqq w. ?rr?R % 
qTRRT, rr qY?r 1 

-q?rV 

4. -Reft- 

10 -tftsft (?T. 3T. 5TT. ) 
qqatq frorfRT-star 

nft qftqi, 

qiq ifqKTTO, q'r. iroforT q>ft 
fsRr qtsit, tor qYsr i 

-q£r- 

5. -Rift- 

-qjft- 

«ft TTOTOnT, 

qrq q q'r. TOfrqpft, 

f^TMT qqroqr (tor q .) 

-qpfr- 

«. -Rift- 

-Rift- 

«ft Rqoqqnj qRt 
qqq-qqqr, q'r. qqrNr, 

Rtoti *ft-jt (tor q^sr) 

-aft- 

7 . -qst- 

i2-TO?nrr (q.qr.qr.) 
tot^r fjrgfsR war 

«ft fY-ftr qrq, 
qr4 fro-frot totrtt, 
q'r. ^"srqrRt, Rqqr- 
(qeq qqiq) 

-qjfr- 

a. -q£t- 

-qrft- 

«ft TOTOT, 

rnq q^ (q^rqjrt), 
tR.-torto, Rtto torrt, 

(TOq qqn) 

-q?ft- 

9 . -Rift- 

-Rift- 

«ft qqqtR, 

qrq f^Wrq, (qfqm) 

q'r. q? tot, to. *jtrto ( 

Rtott TOq (TOR q^R) 

-qift- 

1 0- -Rift- 

-rt- 

>qV tortortot, 
rrrq - 

q'r. to^Rt ’jrq'H, 

fqq T tori't (qeq q%ur) 

-q^t- 


;4U G1/92—2 






310 

THE GAZETTE 

OF INDIA: OCTOBER If 

1 

2 

3 

11. 

% faFrmrrrF i:<- 7 w i re (f. at. ft.) 
fFFfcpT, 1991 (nut- ^FfPT fFFfaF m 

ST%5T t^f) 

12. 

-qjr- 

lG-HH’T? (ST, FT. ) 

JfJTf ftqfaF 

n. 


-FifT- 

14 - 

-fJt- 

19—^rr%T (F. 5T. FT. ) 
*FT*k faFfFF WF 

1 5. 

-thV 

2 2-TR41FiTt'7 faqf- 

FF SffF 

1G. 


23-FFTTFTC JfJTt fJ'TRF 
IT? 

17. 

-TfTV 

2 5-F5FPJT JOTF 
faFjFF stf 

18. 


-FsfT- 

19. 

-ojt- 

-fJT- 

20. 

-F^r- 

-fJT- 

21. 

-T?v 

~fJT- 

22. 


-fJT- 

23- 

-ojr- 

-qsft- 

24 . 

-*nfr- 

-fJT- 


i, 1902;ASVINA 13, 1014 

[Pari II—Sfc, ?(iii)l 

4 

5 

*ft 5*TffTP, 

fJJfFF 5FFT TT 

TFT STTTT'TV, 'ft. ^TT, 

JT ttJff tttf f 

fTS. fJVfT, FfTT TXTTf, 

TST 5T^W 1 

FFOSF t^t | 

«ft fTF?TTTT 

TTF F 94, fsRFV, 
fFFT fFFFTK (*7. ST. ) 

-Tifr- 

“Jr FT4F9T9 

TTT — FFTTOT, 9T. fFTT, 
fjTFT fnvTFT^r W TSF 1 

-fJT- 

«?r tfifft faso, 

TTF JFJTT, 9>. ’TTltJHT, 
fFFT TFTT5, TOT F^TT 1 

~m\- 

«ft f"P«ftr $FTT J'F, 

ftt fttf, or. TTForr »rf?, 
f^r-TT TnrqrTorT, fsf tkf 

-tJT- 

«tY fsfpt st?ptt FrFtfT tttftt, 
TFT froVf, OlT? EFTfT, 
fzfTf - FtJT, qeq i 

-tJT- 

“Jr faFST frnr, 

FTJfTF. (S3, JtJ 4 <t07, 

FT r TOFT, FFF^t-482001, 

FST 9JF 1 

-tfV 

»Jr UF^ *PTT, 

i fi (S3, ft#*t ff%f FrArJr, 

FTF<Jt, FEF fJf 1 

-Tjr- 

JV FFFTF fftf, 

2 41, fsiTRTT, TTT, 

J lTF9 1 T, TOT SOFT 1 


Jt FTf^TF ^FTT f*TK, 

188 7, fFFFTT (FtTT 97RT4T), 
STTT ttjTJT, FTFFT 
(*•*•) 1 

-F3ir_ 

“JT ftfJt tftt, 

43 2, FFTFT, FTF^t, 

FETF^F 1 

-Fjr- 

JV fafrn FFT, 

FiFFFFli (TTfr FTrF), 

9FFTT, FFF'JT 

FET w5 u l 1 

-<r- 

“JT tjJw f ■9TT, 

1 0, FFTFFF, 

FTF^t, *09 9*F 1 

-ojT- 

JTo gTTF TOFT^, 

3G8/ 4(S, Jt, FTT F. 425, 

F# TTfr, tV-TJT, FTTpJT 
nm aJur i 

-T?fr- 



[*rmJI-«t>7 3(iii)] 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

2 5. HHT 

2 5 — jf'H'iiT ifHHrn 

’sft ^Yn Hfl EftHHT, 

fHTOHHRHl «PT TO Hi 

HraTTH fH*HH, 1991 

fHHfHH-5R 

H.H. 907, HSTHFr, 

r V'iJ HlfijR HITh H 

(hr h*i rm) 


tort HR ETTPT | 

toto tot 1 

2(1. -4?T- 

2 7-farorr3 t hhCft 
fH*HH-siTH 

«fr mm tot, 
hth iort, hir ^h^t, 

fTOT fa TO, HR 34771 | 

-wj- 

2 7. -4*- 

3 O-HTTR HTOtH 

fHHTHH-R4 

>4i oh . R. htor-, 

11 o, HfaRr 4m tr, 

TOR, HR 4*1 1 

-Hffr- 

28. 

-h£t- 

* HHH fH'41, 

8831/28, gH^HHT 

TOR HR 31%ST 1 

—h/t— 

2 9. HfJ~ 

-h*- 

>4Y hht fir?. 

7 o, 4-ten gTHTHTTO, 
tor, hr s^r i 

-Hffl- 

c 

1 

1 

-h?V- 

"iYirm jftnT tot, 

9- r far*, 

4?loKHrg, H'H tTh % -fie:, 

TOR,HR 4571 1 

-*r- 

3 1. -H?t- 

-^fr- 

HTHTH <4fSH*.Ht. fHHTfa 

48, to* nr, WoTOhr. 

HR TOT 1 

-H^l- 

3 2. -H?V 

-h?t- 

*ft TORR HHTT, 

22 / 4 , tot toth. l, 

HT H^T, HT4R, 

HR 34*1 1 

-HfV 

1 

f 

1 

-^i\- 

>4T HR fa?3, 

570, OH-2 f H4HT HT'TO, 

HtTR, HR 34TO 1 

-Hjft- 

3 4. -*t- 


ST , HT?H TOT HTH, 

105/3, TOH HOT, 

HIT FT, HR TO?! I 

-H|t- 

3 5. -*$- 

-n?t- 

* THH fHTT TOTH, 

2/ 2 fHHT q'lTH HrPfiH, 

H^THTTTHT?, hthr, 

(hr hTO ) | 

-*1- 

3 8. 

-4?fT- 

«ft T^n?T HTOHT, 
rr-29, TRTOHHT, 

TOTO gRTHTHK, 

TOR, HR 34* I 

-ofr- 

3 7. -^ft- 

-h£i- 

»4> TIH SHTH, 

327, *.HTT.*., 

HlfTOITl, TOR, 

HR TOT 1 

-*T- 

3 8- 


m HR* 4171*4, 

1 3 0 2, TTTTOgTT HT<fH, 

H>rnT, HR 34TO 1 

K 

-Hjfa- 

7fi/H.H.-Ht.H./»2(2)] 
hi*t h, 
HTOH fH|, HfTO 
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ORDER 

New Delhi the 7th September, 1992 

O.No. 249.—-Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidate specified 
in Column (4) of the Table belowatthe General Election to the Houseof the People as specified in Column 
(2) held from the constituency specified in Column (3) against his name has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made 
thereunder as shown in Column (5) of the said Table; 

And, whereas, the said candidates have not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure 
even after due notice and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that they have no good reason or just : - 
fication for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declan, s 
the persons specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, 
a member of either House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State- 
fora period of 3 years from the date of this order. 

TABLE 


S. Particulars of Election 

No. and Name of 

Name <£ address of 

Reason for 

No. 

Constituency 

contesting candidate 

disqualification 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. General Election to 

7—Damoh 

Shri Sarjoo, 

Failure to lodge 

Lok Sabha, 1991 

Parliamentary 

Indrapuri Colon>, 

any account of 

(from Madhya 

Pradesh State) 

Constituency 

Panna, M.P. 

election expenses 

2. -do- 

8—Satna 

Shri Shankar Lal Gupta 

-do 


Parliamentary 

(Natthu) 



Constituency 

Vill & Post Kothi, 

Satna Madhya Pradesh. 


l 

Cu 

C 

i 

-do- 

Shri Sunil Tandon (Munna) 
infront of Purana 

Power House, Satna, 

Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

4. -do- 

10—Sidhi (ST) 

Shri Gendiya, 

-do- 


Parliamentary 

Vill Mankisar, 



Constituency 

Post Scmariya Pondi, 

Distt. Sidhi (M.P) 


5. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Ramlakhan, 

Vill & Post Gelhapani, 

Distt. Sarguja (MP) 

-do- 

6. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Vishnudas Sarvan 

Vill Jamuna, 

Post Pathraola, 

Distt. Sidhi (M.P) 

-do- 

7. -do- 

12—Surguja (ST) 

Shri Dilip Sai, 

-do- 


Parliamentary 

North Chirmiri Colliery, 



Constituency 

Post Gelhapani, 

Distt. Surguja (MP) 


8. -do- 

-do- 

Shri lialani, 

V-'ll Parri, 

(Sarnapara), 

Post Su raj pur, 

Distt. Surguja (MP) 

-do- 
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” 7 . 1 

3. 

4. 

5. 

9. General Election to 
Lok Sabha, 1991 
(from Madhya 
Pradesh State) 

12.—Surguja (ST) 

Parliamentary 

Constituency 

Shri Brij Mohan. 

Vill. Kuridih 
(Ghuipara), 

Post-Badsara, 

Teh. Surajpur, 

Distt. Surguja (MP) 

Failure to lodge 
any account of 
election expenses. 

10. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Satyanarayan, 

Post Surajpur, 

Vill. Gopalpur, 

Teh. Surajpur, 

Distt. Surguja (MP) 

-do- 

11. -do- 

13 — Raigarh (ST) 
Parliamentary 
Constituency 

Shri Isahaque, 

Vill. Bandpani, 

Post. Khutcra, 

Teh. Bagicha, 

Distt. Raigarh, 

Madhya Pradesh 

-do 

12. -do- 

16—Sarangarh (SC) 

Parliamentary 

Constituency 

Shri Firatram Suryawanshi 

Vill <£ Post Bilari, 

Distt. Bilaspur (MP) 

-do- 

13. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Bhanupratap Khuntc 

-do- 


Viil. Sonadah, 
P.O. Birra, 

Distt. Bilaspur, 
Madhya Pradesh 


14. 

-do- 

19— Kankcr (ST) 

Parliamentary 

Constituency 

Shri Parmeshwar Singh Sidar 

Vill. Kunjcmura, 

Post. Saraitala, 

Distt. Raigarh (MP) 

-do- 

15. 

-do- 

22—Raj na n dgao n 

Parliamentary 

Constituency 

Shri Kishor Kumar Jain 

Sadar Line, 

P.O. Rajnandgaon, 

Distt. Rajnandgaon, 

Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

16. 

-do- 

23 Bala ghat 

Parliamentary 

Constituency 

Shri Mustak Ahemad 

Nazami Kamrcd, 

Vill. Dighori, 

Post. Ameda, 

Teh. Lanji, 

Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

17. 

-do- 

25 -Jabalpur 
Parliamentary 
Constituency 

Shri Dincsh Kumar 

Bag'cha No. 63, 

Holi Chowk, 

Sadar Bazar, 

Jabalpur (M.P.) 

-do- 

18. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Shambhoo Shamil 

166-3, Science College Colony, 
Jabalpur (MP) 

-do- 
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1. 2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

19. General Election to 

25- Jabalpur 

Shri Baijnath Nagcsh 

Failure to lodge 

Lok Sabha, 1991 

Parliamentary 

241, Shivnagar, 

any account of 

(from Madhya 
Pradesh) 

Constituency 

Garha, 

Jabalpur (MP) 

election expense 

20. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Arvind Kumar Singh 
1887, Shiv Nagar, 

(Revva Colony) 

Chhapar, Kampur, 

Jabalpur (M.P) 

-do- 

21. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Alok Varma 
432-Galgala, 

Jabalpur (M.P) 

-do- 

22. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Bihari Lai 

Moulana Ward, 

(Chandi Mata), 

Panagar, Jabalpur, 

Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

23. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Rajesh Kumar 

10-Uprein Ganj, 

Jabalpur (M.P) 

-do- 

24. -do- 

-do- 

Mohd. Harun Badshah 
368/46 D, Naya No. 425 

Nai Basti Gohalpur, 

Jabalpur, (M.P) 

-do- 

25. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Hira Lai Dhusia 

Makan No. 907 Marhatal, 
Jabalpur, (M.P) 

-do- 

26. -do- 

27—Chhindwara 

Parliamentary 

Constituency 

Shri Prcmshriwel Bhagat 

Vill. Kesla, 

Post Kesla, 

Distt. Seoni (M.P) 

-do- 

27. -do- 

30—Bhopal 

Parliamentary 

Constituency 

Shri N.P. Agarwal 

110, Saida College 

Road, Bhopal (M.P) 

-do- 

28. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Ajay Mishra 

88-A/28, Tulsi Nagar, 
Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

29. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Amar Singh 

70, Kotra Sultana bad, 
Bhopal (M.P) 

-do- 

30. -do- 

-do- 

Smt. Gita Vcrma 

9, New Colony, Jinsi, 
Jahangirabad, 

Behind Church Road, 
Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

31. -do- 

-do- 

Acharya Pandit 

B.P Tiwari, 

48, Regiment Road, 
Shahjahanabad, 

Bhopal (M.P.) 

-do- 



[wnr I fawn 3 (i i i) ] 

WTO TI WW 

: towt 10,1 nea/infm is, 1911 

1.31 

1 . 2 . 

3. 

4. 

5. 

32. General Election to 

30 Bhopal 

Shri Brij l.a! Batra 

Failure to lodge 

Lok Sabha,1991 

Parliamentary 

22/4 Patra Gali No. 1, 

any account of 

(from Madhya 

Pradesh) 

Constituency 

Noormahal, 

Bhopal (M.P) 

election expenses. 

33. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Man Singh 

570-N/2, F.-Scctor, 

Barkhcda, 

Bhopal (M.P) 

-do- 

34. -do- 

-do- 

Dr. Mohan Lai Patel 

105/3, Harshwardhan Nagar, 
Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

35, -do- 

-do- 

Shri Raniesh Kumar Batham 

2/2 Near Post Office. 
Jahangirahad, 

Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 

36 -do- 

-do- 

Shri Raniesh Saxcna 

A-29, Kam la nagar, 

Kotra, Sultanabad. 

Bhopal (M.P) 

-do- 

37. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Radhey Shyam 

327, T.R.T., Govindpura, 
Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh 

-do- 

38. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Lalji Malviya 

1302, Roshanpur Naka, 

Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh. 

-do- 


[No. 76/MP-HP/92(2)] 
By Order, 

BALWANT SINGH, Secy., Election Commission of India, 

wr^w 

fawft, 7 Pr-wr, mae 

3 TT. 3 T, 2511 .—frerfvr ti TOUWR ?\ tot & Or ?h% tfrwpwi % totw (a) it toi Btfaftcr w ''ftrooir $ fTOhrr t fay aft 

(:< i Jr PrOrfrer ft if to $fer h $wr ft wr*w (4) h w«R wura faftfrw fa*fn wro *r*rr spw trmf, tfrw sfafaflro' wfahm, 195 j 
tot nan TOry wy frisrof jm w^fwa un wrror T FTfa ( 5 ) ir w ?faw tow fH^faw snot wr hwr mfaw ttw if wtow % : 

3rV an wv’ri^al w tott ^nr fay wry tw ’ft wn ^mror % On wrf tpto mi ttojIttw fan ft srV fatm srufar 
■rr to ^romor iff nr S' Op vtt wiw tit 5 ! wwr % On T"rf toEw tow to -WTfafW to! S ; 

m:, tot, OfjrfTP tfin’m tot wfnPwr Tf wot 10 -w % TOprro h w,% qfr wpwt % ( 4 ) w fafafa'is wrOtpqf tj tot % 

fawr wr tot w nr fawr tjto/to T rw eS* wf Ptstotott «mr farsnw sEn T to 3 ^ ^y wr wV wV shy «fr fay wrfar h 

ufa to TTwnrftr t Ctw fTOfro fafn towt S ; 

wirwl 


%. w fawHw wr Itoto faTfaa itw Tr T *r. wVwrw 

fTOfaw qrw arrw nwff wr 
wrw wV tot 

Opfiar ti vrw 

i ‘J : 

4 

5 

1 , <fp7*r*TT T fay wrwow fawfaw , u-wfawr r wtoVt fawfamfa 

wr f^rupT T)J, 

HtIwT aW<JT TI Ttf WI 

1 M 91 

*it. Tj^r q-rnwr, 

WWT Itrftrw if WTOTW 


tt. Tttt irwtn, fTOj, 

t M 1 


ffnvwram, fawi- wfawp, Trim 
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i 


3 

4 

a 

<1 

iptf RrETt-TtniT % Fro fim-rf 

9 -Or f*' HETT'f'Tffr ff nf*R Asr 

•ft n-nurr ", 

GqWn iffT Tr Tff At 




0441 A'T, fJT“Tr, 

• tm Tifijri- qpf f to 




wr i 

Tit | 


-ar.fr- 

- T?>- 

At rftiR TR, 

STR TpAt, (ART 1 

-Trtt- 




<7*R 1 


4. 

-*ft- 

11-fmrf (kt. ^rr.) fffpmr 

At *ptRr rf.*rrr, 

~ Rift - 



OtArR Aw 

»wk, ’ll. Rfp:, rnn 2, 

41. rfafT, faRT-’trrftr, 





rr*R i 


4. 

-nr- 

i /L-rrrrwVrr faffrrmr OfarFR 

•ft tRnrr tjtitr, 

-ntfr- 



sru 

ft. Arnt^RRt, ft. quTvFHRt 
Frqr—T$1T, WPT 1 


c>. 


nir- 

At *jft4r frrrr trot, 
nt. 4RT5t v ir,qt. smrFrt. 

-qpr- 




TWR, W 1 


7, 

-rr?f- 

3K - (V. H . Kl.) 

•*Tt rRFTr rRT+t, 

-fA- 



ffsprinn fffpr ctw 

rrt- rr qrrr (^nim^O 




rRRrit - fi 


H. 

-ftft- 

4 i - turnfrp- Oranmr PrFpt 

Ar w*|tT pfru, 

-q#t- 



At 

rrt. rrrrPRRtft, ft. »rr t ‘Jf?v, 

f*rrr - sfrrisr, wr i 


- 

- n,\- 

rRrisrt fftiRrnrr ORfarr 

rrPqrm* tr, 

-iff- 



A* 

rtt. wrjR‘ifY rrpr ft. rjRrcm, 





Furr- sj.rrpE «t , wr i 


1 0. 

-iff- 

so-tottt Prarf Tr'trr 

•ft ffST fqrt, 

-qfft- 



efa 

>rt. amrrrtF.ft. WRmrt, 

rjRTftRt - 73 1022 


11. 

-If,'- 

ss-nn'Tp: ff rtmm ftrrtrR ir* »ft ■3iA%?7s aft, 

-fRr- 




qt. srRtrrT, n't. fftflAr, 

FifRT - q-Rr/r, war i 


1 

-iff- 

m-imw/r (*r. v . on. , 

At JRiTMT rttrptR, 

- qfr- 



Opt Tqq Ar 

qt. ritAR, ft® rrrFjWP: 

IV qr - q-Rrft *m i 


i 

-«rrTr- 

iR-’rTqta ffarwrr PrcFrrr Ar 

►ft rrrr[ »rK, 
tr-sh, ft. mnt, 
fiTBrr - utfn, tm i 

-fji- 

14. 

-nfr-- 

-sort- 

•qr mfVjR ^tr, 

Tt*Rfrf qRrrr, *nr 4. 2 , 
ft f-TATtf, fRRr - qpX 

-Titr- 




vn 1 


1 5 

- -m- 

- fF>- 

Rr ^qrrtriR fRr, 

- r- 




gT«Afsm rpRr. qri f. i, 
ft. qrrr, ffan, «trt- qiqrrtq, 

Fr'Tr - qrfq, wn i 


i (>. 

n - 

o i-fFnf FfiH<rJTT Pr*t«R Ar 

Ar nqir^r pq, 

-m- 




rtf qpTJ'Ifrr, ft. ftqrf, 
fj.Rl - qFTR, rtrR 1 


17. 

-ift- 

!)7-^"*fA OrJW'TKt Prrr Ar 

Ar ' 4 fnrrr qrq, 

-nr- 




Tnrq<q ftir^FqT Ar, 





fp-fr - i, rm i 


1 s. 

-fjft- 

inn- aptrt fatrmw PrPr 

Ar qnrsrr TfqR, 

-nr- 



Ar 

fir Own qhr, stftfir, AArr, 

ft TqRr fteRR, Ftrrr- AtRir, 





rrqq i 
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i ■? 

3 

4 

5 

1 9. 

mm fttrramrr % finr maim 

i n imlfamt ftrara'mr PraW? 

■fr ?nra foil 

Pratm mff m <stt rft 


firahm, 1991 


tfrmrft a4T, ft. ?Fmmt, 

tm mfaa rri tf mmr 




firm - nfrqp, mm i 

^ i 

2 0. 

-a^t- 


<sft 

mrarfimT at?, ft. 

firm - mm i 

- 1 #- 

21. 



«ft Phot a Pott, 

’FJtt, ftnr, at. mfmjPrnr, 
rfnrr ntflpr, firm- uiYi^d, 
mm i 

-mgt- 

22. 

-*$r- 

10 4—'Tlf^fTT ftswn faq 

«ft 

-’Tff- 



mrfi, 

ft Pnfranra, mm i 



23. 



■sfr wtfim limit, 
anffirt?, ft rrmit mfr, 

-mpr- 




mm i 


24. 


i 22 -ftHffen ffaTmmrfirafmr «fr *pnrr 





^ft. ga. aft fra, PottPott, 





mm i 


15, 

-Xlft- 

123-fmratf Praraam firafmr 

>5ft tfrar ftrr, 

-mff- 



f 2 , wtrfinr, fmratf, 





mm i 


26. 

-*nh- 

12 5-ra^r firtrrawr Pratrr' 

«ft firatra ?m, 





fffPrr mrnr, *jrmr, 





mm i 


27. 



«ft mar mom, 

, 1^,1 _ %X (' fv , 

lq* TmvTj 

-mat— 




mm i 


28. 

-ratf- 

-ftf- 

*rt srjp; mr jmr fir?, 

Jm fra, faT, 

-mjt- 




mm i 


29. 

-raffr- 

e 2 -»mrr (ar.^.m.) 

«ft mf ?,firt Jrnjaft 

-n it- 



ffarmmr f-rafim tfa 

at. afmra, ft. artr.?tjr, 
firm - rmmit, *nm i 



pt. 76/nflJT/9l] 

rn^nr &, 
mr. ft. surra, «fira 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th September, 1992 

O.N.250—Whereas the Election! Commission is satislied that each of the contesting candidates specified 
in column (4) of the Table below at the election to the Lok Sabha/Legislative Assembly of Assam 
as specified in column (2) held from the constituency specified in column (3) against his name 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951 and Rules made thereunder as shown in column (5) of the said Table 

And, whereas, the said candidates have not furnished any reason or explanation for the 
said failure even after due notice and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that they have 
no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10 of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby 
declares the persons specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen 
2414 GJ/91-3 
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as, and for being, a member of either House 

of the Parliament or of the 

Legislative Assembly 

or Legislative Council of a State for a pericd 

l of 3 years from the date of this order ;— 


TABLE 


SI. Particulars of 

No. & Name of 

Name & Address of 

Reason for disquali¬ 

No. election 

Constituency 

contesting candidate 

fication 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. G meral Election to 

14-Lakhimpur Parlia¬ 

Shri Hiranya Pegu, 

Failed to lodge any 

Lok Sabha, 1991. 

mentary Constituency 

Vill. Kekuri Pamua, 

account of election 



P.O. Kekuri 

Pamua Miri 

Dhakuakhana, 

Distt. Lakhimpur, 

Assam. 

expenses. 

2. General Election 

9-Silchar Assembly 

Shri Santana Dey, 

Failed to lodge 

Assam Legislative 

Constituency 

Link Road, 

account of election 

Assembly, 1991 


Silchar Assam. 

expenses. 

3. —do— 

—do— 

Shri Sailendu Mohan Roy, 
Shyam Sunder Sarani, 
Silchar, Assam. 

—do — 

4. -do — 

11-Dholai (SC) 

Shri Sudhan^a Kumar Sarkar, —do— 


Assembly Constituency Vill. Saidpur Pt. II, 




P.O. Saidpur, 

Distt. Chachar, Assam. 


5. —do— 

14-Barkhola Assembly Shri Intazur Rahman Laskar, —do— 


Constituency 

Vill. Jarailtala, 

P.O. Jarailtala, 

Distt. Cachar, Assam. 


6. —do— 

—do— 

Shri Ruhini Kumar Sharma, 
Vill. Kamarbond, 

P.O. Barkhola, 

Cachar, Assam. 

—do— 

7. —do— 

36-Dhudnci (ST) 

Shri Ahalya Gayari, 

—do— 


Assembly Constituency Vill. Nab Nagar, 




(Hengarabari), 

Dispur, Gauhati-6. 


8. —do— 

41-Bhabanipur 

Shri Abdul Habiz, 

—do— 


Assembly Constituency Vill. Chauliabari, 




P.O. Sarupeta, 

Distt. Barpeta, Assam. 


9. —do — 

46-Sarukhetri 

Shri Amitabh Roy, 

—do— 


Assembly Constituency Vill. Rukminigaon, 




P.O. Khanapara, 

Distt. Kamrup, Assam. 


10. -do - 

56-Kamalpur 

Shri Gancsh Deka, 

—do— 


Assembly Constituency Vill. Dwarandha, 



P.O. Khanapara, 
Gauhati-781022. 
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11. General Election to 58-Tamulpur Shri Jnakendra Das, Failed to lodge any 

to Assam Legislative Assembly Constituency Vill. Lawpra, account of elceticn 

Assembly, 1991 P.O. Tebitola, expenses. 

Distt. Nalbari, Assam. 

12. —do— 63-Chapaguri (ST) Shri Bani Kanta Basumatary —do— 

Assembly Constituency Vill. Bare gaon, 

P.O. Tamulpur, 

Distt. Nalbari, Assam. 

13. —do— 68-Dalgaon Shri Abu Sharif, —do— 

Assembly Constituency Dalgaon, 

P.O. Dalgaon, 

Distt. Darrang, Assam. 

14 . —do— 68-Dalgaon Assembly Shri SajeedulHaque —do— 

Constituency Mangaldoi Town, 

Ward No. 2, 

P.O. Mangaldoi, 

Distt. Darrang, Assam. 

15. —do— —do— Shri Jatanlal Bucha —do— 

Kharupetia Town, 

Ward No. 1, 

P.O. Kharupetia, 

P.S. Dalgaon, 

Distt. Darrang, Assam. 

16 . —do— 91-Ho jai Assembly Sbri Tafazul Hussain, —do— 

Constituency Vill. Barpukhri, 

O. P. Hojai, 

Distt. Nagaon, Assam. 

17 . —do— 97-Dargaon Assembly Sbri Tuniram Das, —do— 

Constituency Rajamaddan Gojpuria Road, 

Jorhat-I, Assam. 

18. —do— 100-Titabor Assembly Shri Fazlur Rahman, —do— 

Constituency Bebejia Gaon, 

Titabor Mouza, 

P. O. Purana Titabor, 

Distt. Jorhat, Assam. 


19, —do— 101-Mariani Assembly Shri Nagen Buragohain, —do— 

Constituency Joymati Nagar, 

P.O. Mariani, 

Distt. Jorhat, Assam. 

20. —do— —do Shri Purna Phukon, —do— 

Amtalia Gaon, 

P.O. Selenghat, 

Distt. Jorhat, Assam. 


21. —do— —do— Shri Bijoy Krishna Saikia —do— 

Kukura Chowa, 

P.O. Abhoypuria, 

Mouza Lahing, 

Distt. Jorhat, Assam. 


1320 

THE GAZETTE 

OF INDIA: OCTOBER 10, 1992/ASVINA 18, 1914 

[Part II— Sec. 3(iii)] 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

22. 

General Election to 

104-Nazira Assembly 

Shri Bud he s war, 

Failed to lodge any 


Assam Legislative 
Assembly, 1991 

Constituency 

Mathurapur Jungle, 

P.O. Nimonagarh, 

Assam. 

account of election 
expenses. 

23. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Lohit Gogri, 

Baligaon, 

P»0. Mamani Ali, 

Assam. 

—do— 

24. 

—do— 

122-Tinsukia Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Subrata Mukhetjee 

G. N. B. Road, 

Tinsukia, Assam. 

n —do -— 

25. 

—do 

123-Digboi Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Lila Bora, 

No. 2, Borbil, 

Digboi, Assam. 

—do — 

26. 

—do— 

125-Doom Dooma 
Assembly Constituency 

Shri Sini9on Hansa 
Tongona Bazar, 

Doom Dooma, Assam. 

-do - - 

27. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Naba Barman, 
Tapoban, 

Pupai Siding, Assam. 

—do— 

28. 

—do— 

.do— 

Shri Thakur Pudra 

Kumar Singh, 

Main Ropd, Doom Dooma, 
Assam. 

—do— 

29. 

—do— 

62-Barama (ST) 
Assembly Constituency 

Shri Banikanta Basumatary 
Vill. Baregaon, 

P.O. Tamulpur, 

Distt. Nalbari, Assam. 

—do— 


[No. 76 /AS/91] 
By Order, 

S.D. PERSHAD, Secy. 


<T$ 16 1992 

3TT. ST 251—sfrtr STfafaftlW tlfirfm, 1950 { 1950 WT 43) nft HIT! 13^ SVtfFJ ( l) aftT (2) % if uYr 

arfro 23 rI?, 1984 »ft wfir^w rtwr„508/Jprm/84 w wfawr ^ gv, fraiaa wnfnr xfw nrfrr % <rtrnKf ?r: 

1 . ^ ^ rrrmfr % ^t«t ( 1 ) Jr faftfasr Jnnw w Jr Jr fan? % fin? ^rok 3 trt rrntft i (a) Jf fafafos? 
irfimh vt 3*r fa# % fasrr fawbnr ^fa^Tfr i w t arnr 'wfnf^r 'tott ft, #ffc 

2 . wr OTToft wwr ( 3 ) Jr Tf ftrrrJr nfEWTffar w sm^r vfaT, ito fafafW <pwrr 1 1 



wit afrr »mr 

fam firrbrr nfuxrr# tt vr-mr 

^rfsrrfcn w 

i 

2 

3 

l. <HPpw fftw 

fpa, »frrt 

$famT fftw faar i 

2. fl|W 

’3 T rnffer, 

fft^, ftrahr i 

fam i 



3 321 


[irprll-’B' 5 * 3 (iii)] '<^^Tnrnr.*rTipT 10 , i992^rrft^r is, io 1 4 


1 

2 

3 

3. iffcnft rnwr 

trrojw, 

Tffcnft wrar f^r, i 

'rPnofr ?mfr first i 

4. 

friiif, i 

Pouf fim i 

s. ^ff mrV 

I rrh f^tr, i 

^ff jfth firm 1 

e. qfwfr nrh 

Hfwqi JIKt %tT, 

TfsrTtff irrh firm i 

7 . cfw’ft »nfr 

nftrnft jjkt fiwr, inwrr 

sfw>fr htt finrr 



[4. 50«/i'WmJT/92] 


xnhfr h, 
fr. mu, nfax 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

O.N. 251 :—In pursuance of sub-sections (1) and (2) of section 13AA of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), and in supersession of its notification No. 508/MEG/84 dated 
23rd May, 1984, the Election Co mmi ssion in consultation with the State Government, hereby : 

1, designates for each district in the State of Meghalaya specified in column 1 of the Table 
below the officer specified against it in column 2 thereof as the District Election Officer 
for that District, and 

2. specifies the area in column 3 of the said Table, in respect of which each such officer 
shall exercise jurisdiction. 


TABLE 


SI. No. & Name of District 

Designation of District Election 
Officer 

Area of jurisdiction 


1 

2 

3 

1. 

Jaintia Hills 

Deputy Commissioner, 

Jaintia H811s, Jowai. 

Jaintia Hills District. 

2. 

East Khasi Hills 

Deputy Commissioner, 

East Khasi Hills, Shillong. 

East Knasi Hills District. 

3. 

West Khasi Hills 

Deputy Commissioner, 

West Khasi Hills, N ongstoin. 

West Khasi Hills District. 

4. 

Ri-Bhoi 

Deputy Commissioner, 

Ri-Bhoi, Nongpoh. 

Ri-Bhoi District. 

5. 

East Garo Hills 

Deputy Commissioner, 

East Garo Hills, Williafimagar. 

East Garo Hills District. 

6. 

West.Gago Hills 

Deputy Commissioner, 

West Garo Hills, Tura. 

West Garo Hiils District. 

7. 

South Garo Hills 

Deputy Commissioner, 

South Garo Hills, Baghmara. 

South Garo Hills District 

[No. 508/MEG/92] 
By Order, 
S. D. PERSHAD, Secy. 
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Tf firpsft, 16 1992 

SIT.3T252 :—HTffBr 198 5 FnfaT SR? 8 2 t 
ww tstt ?FurFrr sw wnrucr %?rrfto 28 - 5 - 1 986 
«fr Fpjfq- arfa wtJst % t?i ’it 198 6 ^ 

ftrfspT JrFFff Ra 3041 it cTT#3' 18-8-1992 
for Tier TiW % TWfm WTffPW % twr 4TT vfi» 

srfcrfaftm uftrFm, 1951 (1951 43 ) ^ fircr 

lieff wetrt ( 2 ) % wx it 

wfc Tirr Twfafci 1 1 

(urtw swart 3 jmftrcr f) 

[E 8 2/^T-m. R. 2/8 5] 
'w i5^i it , 

gtf. ^t. 5TRW, RfRT 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

O.N. 252.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-section (2) 
of Section 116C of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Commission hereby publishes 
tho order dated the 18th August, 1992 of the Supreme Court 
of India in Civil Appeal No. 3041 filed against the Judgment 
and Order dated 28th May, 1986 of the High Court of 
Punjab and Haryana Chandigarh in Election Petition No. 2 
of 1985, 


IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 
Civil Appeal No. 3041 (NCE) of 1986 


Uttam Singh and Or*. .Appellants. 

Versus 

Rao Birender Singh. .Respondent. 


Certified to be true copy 
Sd/1 

Assistant Registrar (Judl.) 
28-8-1992 

Supreme Court of India 

ORDER 


When tho appeal was taken up, none appeared for the 
appellant. The anpeal is dismissed for non-prosecution. 


No Costs. 


New Delhi, 

18th August, 1992. 


sa/- 

(M. N. VENKATACHALLAH) 
Sd/- 

(P, B, SAWANT) 
Sd/- 

(N. P. SINGH) 


[No. 82/HN-HP/2/85] 
By Order, 


S. D. PERSHAD, Secy. 


Fmfr, i6 firawrc, 1992 


%■ inf. tr. tr^r., fan sfr*, ntaT {rir 

=f?r q7pi ett writ?) - rtcBi r im 
mfwf tfFrr ttw % gw FrtFrr nFsnprft ^ 

T TTTJRT TwFT?ftTcr T'WT | I 


[R 154/tfm/92] 

r 

%. ■ft. 3fV. 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

O.N. 253.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 13A of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), the Election Commission of India, 
in consultation with tho Government of Goa hereby nomi¬ 
nates Shri D. K. Trivcdl, IAS, Finance Secretary, Govern¬ 
ment of Goa as the Chief Electoral Officer for the State of 
Goa with effect from the date he takes over charge and 
until further orders vice Shri P. S. Bhatnagar. 

[No. 154/Goa/92] 
By Order, 
K. P. G. KUTTY, Secy. 

nf fttiffr, 17 ftorwre, 1992 
ww. 2 5 4rEt ffFerfffftiw Rfafvpur, 1 os 1 (1951 vr 

43)tf«IKT 106 % IRRWI ?T fwfw wFtff t 

1990 Tt FwFw waff r 1 ?r Fun w qwr t®*? 

aiTTO (Ctrfr fw TKV) *FT fflffN 4-4-92 VT 

*r3r smftiR vxm % 1 

(arr^vr RRiflfierf) 

[no 82/ftifiT( 1/90)/92] 
irraifT r 
ww fR$, nfntr 


New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

O.N. 254.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the order dated the 4-4-1991 of 
the High Court Judicature at Patna (Ranchi Bench, Ranchi) 
in Election Petition No. 1 of 1990. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
RANCHI BENCH 

E. P. 1/90CR) 

Mahatma Mishra Vs. A. K. Roy. 

4-4-91. Heard Mr. S. N. P. Sharma, Learned Counsel 
far the petitioner and Mr, S. N. Singh, learned 
counsel for the respondent. 


arr.ar 253:—srfttfMvw irfatwir, 1950 (1950 
vr 43) «rnr 13* thtkt (1) arm sre’nwfWf 

snTFT ffTri fCT, RTTR fWNfR RTRK tfW TOR % 

qrrn?f *fV. *tr. wdroi, srtr w sft ft. 


It is the admitted position in this case that the Parliament 
in which respondent, A. K. Roy, was said to have been 
elected has been dissolved and a fresh election has been 
ordered. 

Relying on a ruling reported in AIR 1974 Supreme Court, 
505, this election petition has, in fact and in effect, become 
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infructuous as there is no living issue now which requires 
decision. In fact, carrying such type of election case will 
Ultimately amount to futile exercise of power for no benefit 
of either to the petitioner or to the respondent involving 
unnecessary wastage of court’s time and money of the parties. 
The parties also agree that this matter should not be carried 
on any further. 

Mr. S. N. Singh, learned counsel for the respondent only 
raised a point for payment of cost. 

Having heard even on this point, I think, the parties should 
bear their own costs. 

Relying on the aforesaid decision and after hearing the 
counsel for the parties, this election petition is dismissed as 
being infructuous, 

Let it be communicated to all concerned. 

Sd/- 

L. P. Sbahdeo. 


2. The petitioner has filed Election Petition No, 2 of 1989 
on the ground of improper acceptance of the nomination 
paper of the sole icspondent, a teacher in Bihar National Col¬ 
lege, Patna, and improper rejection of his nomination paper 
on the ground that he held an office of profit under the Gov¬ 
ernment being an employee of the Central Bank of India. A 
prayer has been made in the election petition to declare elco- 
tion of the sole respondent as void. 

3. After filing of the election petition, 9th Lok Sabha baa 
been dissolved. Elections to the 10tb Lok Sabha are going 
to be held next month. 

4. In his above application the petitioner has stated that 
he will file his nomination paper for the election to the 10th 
Lok Sabha from the same constituency and there is every 
likelyhood that the Returning Officer will again reject his nomi¬ 
nation paper. Hence, he prays that this Court should decide 
the question of propriety of rejection of his nomination paper 
for the election to the 9th Lok Sabha before 27th April, 1991 
which is the date fixed for scrutiny of nomination papers. 


[No. 82/BR/(l/90)|92] 
By Order, 
BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 

^ fasvfr, 18 fafnapc, 1992 

811 . 31 . 255:—fttersrfftfftfftrsrirfaftpTR, 1951(1951 
«frr" 43 ) 106$ tfrprrir ft farfar wiftte rr^r- 

3ttt 1989 q?r faarfarti ft 2 t Pm tprr q^trr 
;3<Ri wimi-dii (tttt fcsr, TEtrr) «ht sifter 19-4-91 

fir spprf?RT jtefir 1 1 

(*n$?r artfjfV i? qqrrftlT f) 

[ft° 82/fa$lT/(2/8 9)/92] 

ft: 

WRT fft?, 


New Delhi, the 18th September, 1992. 

O. N. 255.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951) the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the order dated the 19th April, 
1991 of the High Court of Judicature at Patna in Election 
Petition No. 2 of 1989. 

ELECTION PETITION NO. 2 OF 1989 
Chandcshwar Prasad Sinha ...Petitioner, 

Versus 

Professor Sailendra Nath Shrivastava .. .Respondent. 
PRESENT : 

For the petitioner—M/s. S. N. P. Sharnia, Amrendra 
Kumar Singh, 

For the respondent—None. 

ORDER 

THE HON’BLE JUSTICE OM PRAKASH: 


On Prakash, J.—This is an application u/s 151 C.P.C. read 
with section 87 of the Representation of People Act, 1951 
containing a prayer to decide the point of improper rejection 
° f the nomination paper of the petitioner for the election to 
t iri • imq ™ a 35 Patna Parliamentary Constituency 


5. The learned counsel for the petitioner, in course of his 
argument, has referred to the decision in the case of Kripal 
Singh reported in A.I.R. 1986 S.C. 300. In that case, Kripal 
Singh was elected to the Punjab Legislative Assembly at the 
General Elected held in 1972. His election was set aside by 
Punjab and Haryana High Court in an election petition filed 
by one of the defeated candidates on the ground that nomi¬ 
nation paper of another candidate was improperly rejected by 
the Returning Officer. The nomination paper of one Basant 
Singh had been rejected on the ground tnat Basant Singh was 
a Development Officer in the employment of Life Insurance 
Corporation and was therefore ineligible to seek election to 
the assembly. Holding that nomination paper of Basant Singh 
was improperly rejected, the High Court sot aside the election 
of Kripal Singh. 


6 . Kripal Singh preferred an appeal. Subsequent to the filing 
of the appeal three more General Elections were held for tho 
Assembly. In such circumstance, the Supreme Court held 
that the appeal thus has bedome wholly infructuous. Their 
Lordships observed “though the question raised is an impor¬ 
tant one which may arise again and in the future, we do not 
propose to make any pronouncement upon it since we think 
the matter is one which should receive the consideration of the 
Parliament and suitable Legislation be enacted”. The Supreme 
Court recommended to the Government to have the matter 
examined by the Law Commission very early observing that 
when a suitable occasion arises in the future, the Court will, 
of course, deal with tho matter, probably helped by new 
legislation. 

7. In view of dissolution of the 9th Lok Sabha, I am of the 
opinion that the election petition filed by the petitioner should 
bo dropped, as it wou1<] be improper exercise of judicial 
power to decide the question of rejection of petitioner’s nomi¬ 
nation paper to the 9th l.ok Sabha. The Court should not 
waste public timesimply because petitioner’s nomination paper 
for the 10th Lok Sabha is likely to be rejected again. If the 
petitioner files his nomination paper for the 10th Lok Sabba 
election and the same is rejected, he may file a fresh election 
petition, if so advised. In view of the above, the application 
under consideration is rejected. 

8 . The election petition No. 2 of 1989 is hereby dropped. 
The security money deposited by the petitioner be returned 
to him On application in accordance with rules. 

9. In Carter’s case as reported in L.R.C.P. (74)107 it has 
been he id that the effect of a dissolution of Parliament while 
an election petition is pending, before the hearing of such 
petition, is that the petition drops and the Court will order 
the sum deposited by the petitioner by way of security for 
costs to be returned to him. 


The Patna High Court. Patna. 
The 19th April, 1991, 


Sd/~ 

(Om Prakash) 


Anil, A.F.R. 


[No, 82/BR/(2/89)/92J, 
By Order, 

BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 
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gff.ar. 2 56:—Hfo MPiRPa T? ^qfafdTT, 195l(l951^T 
43) 1990 

*nff ^iwr e 5f q^rr* 3rk ^Pcmwi 

gqreTcPI tpiTfrirS *P ffTfta 5-9-1991/27-9-1991 

bpt faofir /*rrtw od^ro' s^iftra- qnsr 1 1 
(fjp’fa/an'&r ar^Gft $ surfer i ) 

[tfUTT 82/5ft.-Wt. S./6/90] 

OTtui %■ 
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ORDER 

Since there is no evidence to prove the averments mode In 
the election petition, issue is decided against the petitioners. 
The petition is dismissed with costs. 

Sd/- 

M. S, Llberhan. 

Judge. 

Dated : 27-9-1991. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 
CHANDIGARH 
CIVIL MISC. SIDE 

ELECTION PETITION NO. 6 OF 1990 


t^-0 slo STOTT* Ef** 


New Delhi, the 21st September, 1992 

O.N. 256.—In pursuance of section 106 of the Aepresen- 
tation ol the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951) the Election Com¬ 
mission hereby publishes the Judgement/order dated 5th Sep¬ 
tember. 1991 /27th September, 1991 of the Punjab & Haryana 
High Court, Chandigarh in Petition No. 6 of 1990. 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 
CHANDIGARHi 
Civil Misc. Side 

ELECTION PETITION NO. 6 OF 1990 

1 . Surinder Pal Singh son of Shri Desh Raj, 
Resident of Doomar Khan Kalan, Tehsil 
Narwana, District Jind. 

2. Balbir Singh son of Shri Shtut Singh, 

Resident of Village Saffa Kheri Tehsil 
Narwana, District Jind. 

.. .Petitioners. 


1. Surinder Pal Singh son of Shri Desh Raj, 
Resident of Doomar Khan Kalan, Tehsil, 
Narwana District Jind. 


2. Balbir Singh son of Shri Surat Singh, 
resident of Village Saffa Kheii Tehsil, 
Narwana District Jind. 

Versus 


.Petitioner*. 


Shri Jai Phrkash son of Shri Hari Kesh. 

Member Parliament (Returned Candidate), resident 
of village Dubbal Tehsil and District Kaithal. 

. .Respondent 

Election Petition Under The Provisions of Chapter II, Sec¬ 
tions 80, and 81 and 100 of the Representation of People 
Act, 1951 praying that :— 

(i) That the Election of responded be declared void on 

the grounds mentioned in the Election Petition; 

(ii) disqualified respondent Shri Jai Parkash for 6 years; 

(Hi) name the persons guilty of corrupt practices or any 
other illegal practice; 

(iv) any order which this Hon'ble High Court may deem 
fit and proper in the facts and special circumstances 
of this case, be passed; 


Versus 

Shri Jai Parkash son of Shri Hari Kesh, 

Member Parliament (Returned Candidate), 
Resident of Village Dubbal, Tehsil and District 
Kaithal. 

.. .Respondent. 

Election Petition under the provisions of Chapter-II, Sec¬ 
tions 80, and 81 and 100 of the Representation of People 
Act, 1951 praying that 

(i) That the Election of respondent be declared void on 
the grounds mentioned in the Election Petition; 

(ii) disqualify respondent Shri Jai Parkash for 6 years; 

(iii) name the persons guilty of corrupt practices or any 

other illegal practice; 

(iv‘ any other order which this Hon'ble High Court may 
deem fit and proper in the, facts and special circum¬ 
stances of this case, be passed; 

(v) cost of the petition be awarded to the petitioners; 

E. P, No. 6 of 1990. 

Dated, the 27th September, 1991 

PRESENT : 

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice M. S. Liberhan. 

For the Petitioners—Mr. Anil Rathce, Advocate. 

For the Respondents—Mr. R. S. Dhankar, Advocate. 


(v) cost of the petition be awarded to the petitioners; 

E.P No. 6 Of 1990. 

Dated the 5th September, 1991 
PRESENT 

THE HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MAN MOHAN SINGH 
LIBERHAN. 

For the Petitioners :—Mr. H. S. Hoodo, Sr. Advocate, 
with Sh. Anil Rathce, Advocate. 

For the Respondent :—Mr. Mohinderjit S : ngh Sethi, 
Sr. Advocate, with Mr. R. S. Dhankar, Adv. 

JUDGEMENT 

M. S. Liberhan. J.-—The petitioners have challenged the 
election of the returned candidate on the ground of commis¬ 
sion of corrupt practices of undue influence etc. 

(2) Succinctly, the material facts pleaded by the peti¬ 
tioners are that the returned candidate was the president of 
the Haryana Green Brigade, a youth militant group of the 
Haryana Janta Dla, ruling party in the State of Haryana. 
The returned candidate along with his supporters opened fire 
on 21-11-1980 at 10.30 P.M. in different parts of Hissar town 
near the polling stations relating to a segment forming part 
of 9 Hissar Parliamentary Constituency. This was done in 
order to frightened the electors belonging to weaker section 
oE society and the ladies. 

(3) Mr. Kartar Singh Tomar, the Senior Superintendent 
of Police, Hissar. followed the returned candidate and hi* 
green brigade in order to create an impression in the public 
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as mentioned above, were territorised, beaten up and were 
not allowed to cast their votes and the same amounted to 
direct interference with the free exercise of electoral rights of 
electors of the 9 Rissar Parliamentary Constituency. 


that the police is there to help the green brigade and the 
returned candidate and his supporters with his consent. These 
acts of vasdallsm and indulgence in violence including the 
apprehension was reported to the Chief Election Commission 
of India by the Congress-I candidate Birinder Singh. It was 
claimed that the respondent committed the corrupt practices 
aa dened by Section 123(2) of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to as the ‘Act’). 


(4) Further, the facts averred in the election petition are 
that on 22-11-1989 when the poll commenced the returned 
candidate along with his supporters named therein, alleged 
to have raided polling booth Nos. 112, 115 and 116. Model 
Town Hissar at 8.40 A.M. They were followed by Mr. K. S. 
Tomar, SSP along with his police force, The returned candi¬ 
date threatened the electors who nre standing in queue for 
casting their votes, to leave the place ai once. Mr. Tomar, 
SS(P also threatened those electors to go away from the 
polling booths, otherwise they would be dealt with severely. 
The S.S.P. conducted himself in this fashoin on the asking 
of the returned candidate. As a result of this, the voters left 
the polling booths because of the threatened terror created 
by the returned candidate, his supporters as well as the S.S.P. 
On the asking of Mr. Jai Park ash returned candidate his 
supporters removed the tents installed by the Congrcss-I 
workers near the said polling stations and beaten them and 
the electors who were getting their slips for casting their 
votes. It was averred that the named persons who were the 
fncharge of Congress-I poll campaign and were helping voters 
for gotting their vote numbers etc. were also man¬ 
handled. These acts were attributed to hive bBcn committed 
directly by the returned candidate and his other persons with 
his consent. Tt was alleeed that it amounted to undue in¬ 
fluence by direct interference with the free exercise of elec¬ 
toral right of the electors of the 9 Hissar Parliamentary 
Constituency. 

(5) Similar acts wre repeated at 9.20 A.M. on 22-11-1989 
at booth NOs. 117 to 120 Model Town Hissar. The averments 
made are In the same tenor as afreidv stated above. It was 
■Ifewd that the voters who were standing ; n the queue for 
Castina their vote’ were beaten up. The returned candidate 
and Mr. Tomar, SSP, with the consent of the returned candi¬ 
date threatened the electors and ordered them to leave the 
plate, 

_ (6) Almost similar acts were attributed to the returned 
cand ; da*e. having been committed at 10.00 A.M. on 22-11-89 
along with his snpnorters at booth Nos. 128 to 131 at Vnid 
High School Hissar. It was pleaded that the returned candi¬ 
date asked his persons accomnanving him to open fire and 
bent the Convesc-T electors or their workers. Attain It was 
stated that at about 17.30 P.M on 22-11-1989 the returned 
candidate flWig with the supporters onened Indiscrimlnating 
fi^n-> at polling booth Nos. 121 to 125 situated in iPfltel Nncar 
7/i.ssar. On the instigation of the returned candidate the per¬ 
sons accompanying him, the electors standing in the queue for 
c s,st: n ~ *W r votes were beaten and threatened and they were 
pOPipetted to leave the place. Tt was claimed that one Balwant 
Chanda, who was a Congress-I elector was chased by the 
tehuned canddlate and his supporters from a polling booth 
And -was ultima'ely murdered. Similarly, Sobha Ram one of 
the electors and worker of the Congress-I along with other 
wprVe's of d. e Congress-! was beaten up by the returned 
pppd-date and his supporters with his consent. Mr. K. S. 
Tomar SSP Hissar, accompanied by the police constabulary 
with the convent of the returned cand'date threatened the 
electors at the polling booths and asked them to go away 
to their houses otherwise they would be arrested. 


(7) Similarly, on 22-11-1989 at 2.30 P.M. the returned 
candidate along with his supporters repeated their acta on 
rolling booth Nos. 38 and 39 It was attributed that loi 
Ptorkash the returned candidate not only threatened the 
electors standing in the queue, but they were also beaten up. 
Thus, because of the fear and terror created by the returned 
candidate the electors left the said booths without casting 
their votes. It was in general terms pleaded that the electors. 
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(8) It was averred that on 22-11-1989 at 4.00 P.M. tho 
returned candidate along with his supporlers came to tho 
polling booths Nos. 96 to 103, threatened the electors and 
also beat them up as a result of which the electors left the 
said booths without casting their votes. It was alleged that 
terror was not only created in the above mentioned polling 
booths but in the whole city of Hissar, Thus, there was no 
free and fair polls. The act of beating up tho electors by 
the returned candidate, his supporters and terrorising them 
with his consent amount to direct interference with the freo 
exercise of electoral rights of the electors in the 9 Hissar 
Parliamentary Constituency. It was averred that the Chief 
Election Commission, after bolding an enquiry with respect to 
the above incidents ordered repoll at 24 polling booths, which 
was held on 25-11-1989. The order of repoll with respect 
to 24 polling booths and declining the same in respect to 76 
polling booths for which repoll was claimed was challenge!. 

(9) The corrupt practices as envisaged by Section 123 ($) 
of the Act were attributed to the returned candidate, tnMfs, 
alia, on the grounds that the returned candidate obtained and 
procured the assistance of Mr. K. S. Tomar, S.S.P. Hissaf, 
for furtherance of ihe prospects of the election. It was alleged 
that Mr. Tomar, S.SJP. with the consent of the tetuitied 
candidate actively helped the respondent and acted as hit 
agent and threatened the electors standing In queues at 
various polling booths for casting their votes. 

(10) On the pleadings of the parties the following preli¬ 
minary issues were framed :— 

1. Whether the Election Petition doe-; not disclose any 

cause of action? 

2. Whether the allegations made in paras 5 to 11 of the 

Elecllon Petition discloses material facts with regard 
to commission of corrupt practice of undue In¬ 
fluence as envimved by Section 123(2) of the Repre¬ 
sentation of People Act? 

3. Whether the Petition discloses material facts consti¬ 

tuting corrupt practice as envisaged by Section 123(7) 
of the Act? 

4. Whether the Election Petition is accompanied by an 

affidavit in accordance with the Act and Rules? C 
not, what is its effect ? 

5. Whether Paras 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19 and 20 of 

the Eleciton Petition are liable to be struck off as 
then/ do not disclose any ground within tho meaning 
of Section 100 of the Act and are therefore, not 
relevant to the controversy of the present Election 
Petition? 

6 . Whether necessary parties have been impleaded? 

7. Whether the respondent/returned candidate i s guilty 

of corrupt practice of procuring the assistance of tho 
police for furtherance of the prospects of his elec¬ 
tion petition under Section 123(7) of the Act? 

It has been observed in K. C. Kapoor v. Sint. Racliufca 
Devi (dead) by L.Rs. and others, ATR 1 Q 81 Supreme Court 
2128 that the pleadings are not to PB construed in a hyref- 
technical manner and what is to be seen is, whethm- the le¬ 
gations gave sufficient notice to the respondents of the case 
they had to meet. It would be apposite at this stave to re- 
proudee the observations made bv the Supreme Court in 
Udhav Sinali v. Matlhav Rao Schindla ATR 1976 S.C. 74 
the judgment on which both the nartfes rebed in order to 
impress the manner and the parameters wi*hin which tho 
pleadings are to be read. The law laid down by the said 
judgment runs as under :— 

“We are afraid, this isgenions method of construction 
after compartmentnlfettion dissection, .segregation 
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and Inversion of the language of the paragraph, 
suggested by Counsel, runs counter to the cardinal 
cannon of interpretation, according to which a 
pleading has to be read as a whole to ascertain its 
irr: import. It is not permissible to cull out a scn- 
icnce or a passage and to read it out of the con¬ 
text in isolation. Although it is the substance and not 
merely the form that has to be looked into, the 
pleading has to be construed as it stands without 
addition or substraction of words, or change of its 
apparent grammatical sense. The intention of the 
party concerned is to be gathered, primarily from 
the tenor and terms of his pleading taken as a 
whole”. 

(11) It is axiomatic that the Representation of People Act, 
1951 (hereinafter referred to as the Act) is a Code in itself. 
It has been repeatedly observed that Election Petition is 
neither an action at law nor a suit in equity but is a statutory 
proceeding unknown to the common law and Court’s process. 

Ordinarily, the Courts do not have any common law powers 
while dealing with Election disputes. Tt has further been 
Observed by various precedents by the Supreme Court that 
ordinarily election should not be interfered with. All electoral 
rights and right to franchise arc the creation of the statu'e. 
The right to vote and the electoral rights can be exercised in 
accordance with the process and the method provided by 
the Act. These arc subject to the limitations placed on them 
by the statute. The manner of their excrcbe remedy in case 
of their violation and the process by which they can be 
enforced has been provided bv the Act alone. Violation of 
the Act can only be remedied in accordance with it. It also 
provides the procedure too. 

(12) At this stage, the scheme of the. Act may lie noticed. 
Part VI of the Act provides the methodology for determina¬ 
tion of the dispute regarding election. Section 83 of the Ad 
provides what an Flection Petition should -'ontain ft runs as 

under:— 

“3. Contents of Petition.—(T An election petition,—- 

ia) shall contain a concise statement of the material 
facts on which the petitioner relies: 

<b) shall cei forth full particulars of any corrupt prac¬ 
tice that the petitioner alleges, including ns full a 
statement as possible of the names of the parlies 
alleged to have committed such corrupt practice 
and the date and place of the commission of each 
such practice; and 

(c) shall he signed by the petitioner and verified in 
the manner laid down in the Code of Civil Pro¬ 
cedure 1908 (5 of 1908) for the verification of 
pleadings: 

(Provided that where the petitioner alleges any corrupt 
practice, the petition shall also he accompanied 
by an affidavit in the prescribed form in support 
of the alletraitons of such corrupt practice and 
the particulars thereof). 


(2) Any schedule or annexure to the petition shall also 
be signed by the particular and verified in the same 
manner ns the petitioner, 

(13) Section 87 of the Act envisages the trial of the Elec¬ 
tion Petition in accordance with Ihe procedure provided in 
the Code of Civil 'Procedure, of course, subject to the provi¬ 
sions of the Act. Where there are specific provisions in the 
Act itself, the provisions of the Code of Civil Procedure 
Shall not apply, There is no dispute that there is no con¬ 
tradiction in Section 83 of the Act and Orders VT and VIT 
of the Code of Civil Procedure, i.c, the provisions re¬ 
lating to the pleadings. The provisions of Sedion 83 of the 
Act. Orders VI and VII of the Code of Civil Procedure, read 
together in consence with each other envisage that an 
Election Petition shall contain a concise statement of mate¬ 


rial facts on which the petitioner relies. In addition to it in 
case the petitioner alleges the commission of corrupt prac¬ 
tice, it has been enjoined upon him to see forth full parti¬ 
culars of the corrupt practice which the petitioner attributes 
to the returned candidate. It further provides that the Elect’on 
Petition shall state as for as possible the names of the parties 
as alleged to have committed the corrupt practice as also the 
date and place of its commission. The particulars with res¬ 
pect to each corrupt practice have to be stated independently. 

(14) It is the people who are the sovereigns; it is the people 
who have worked out the mechanism. In democracy, the 
people who have worked out the mechanism in order to 
govern themselves through tneir eleced representatives who 
arc none else but one of them. Purity of elections is a 
fundamental and basic requirement in democracy. Purity of 
election being the central pillar of democracy has to be 
protected zealously. The Representaiton of People Act pro¬ 
vides safeguards to maintain the purity of election. Our 
Constitution can only work if the right to govern really vest 
in the people and is reflected in the democratic process, i.e. 
democratic set up that comes into being represented the 
true will of the people. The purity of election being the prime 
necessity of the deomoeratie process, the process of election 
is the soul of the democratic process of governance. An 
election petition and the election process is an important step 
in the mechanism or working of the democratic set up. It 
sets into motion an important proceeding. It constituted the 
beginning of the serutiny of the election process by the Court 
in which the petitioner alone is not interested but the per.pie 
in general also have deep interest. 

(15) t he Act confers a right on Ihe electors and it provides 
the methodology for the election. Consequences of violation 
of the electoral rights have been .piovided for hv Section 100 
of the Act which provide- the ground i for setting aside the 
election. The process for setting aside the election is cnl> hv 
means of an election petition. Section 100 provides violation 
of ihe electoral rights resulting in rendering the election at 
naught. The events or the facts resulting in violation of the 
electoral rights must answer nsd relate to one of the grounds 
for setting aside an election as envisaged by Section 100 
the Act before an election can be rat aside. There is no 
doubt that election can be set aside on account of commis¬ 
sion of a corrupt practice at the election. The corrupt pra<Jt 
iiees have further been defined and itemnised by Section 123 
of ihe Act. 

(16) Elector, though not a party 10 the Election Petition, 
has cot as much interest in it for all intents and purpose* 
as the actual party has. In an election petition the Courts 
have to keep in view whether it reflects the true will of Ihe 
people eligible persons have been elected, ihe purity of elec¬ 
tion- has been maintained, no corrupt practice has been com¬ 
mitted and further tbe voteis were protected from fraud, 
deception and compulsions. 

1 17) The conspectus of the law laid down in plethora Of 
authorities cited at the Bar is. that the paramount conside¬ 
ration in the Election Pclilion is to maintain par ty of election 
and track the corrupt practices. There is no ritualistic formula 
to be followed in the pleadings. The approach to the plead¬ 
ings should be made with n view to satisfy the requirement! 
of law. It is the public interest and not that of the petitioner’s 
alone which has to be kept in view. The plead ngs have to- 
be seen as a whole. If the pleadings disclose the substunce of 
the commission of a corrupt practice in its letter and spirit 
the pleadings cannot be and should not be thrown sway as 
disclosing no cause of action. 

(18} The object of pleadings or of filing an Election 
Petition is, in fact, to facilitate the trial and to give a fair 
opportunity to the lespondent to defined himself against the 
charges attributed to him. 

(19) The pleadings in an Election Petition no doubt should 
be precise, specific and un-ambiguous. At the same time, 
they cannot be read by ccmipartmentalisation, They have to be 
read as a whole. While interpreting the pleadings, endeavour' 
has to be made to find out the substance of the facts and the 
things stated. Mere inartistical drafting or the clumsiness 
cannot result in the dismissal of an Election Petition ax its- 
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threshold, It cannot amount to a non-disclosure of cause of 
action. It is the substance in the Election Petition which is 
material and not its form. 

(20) It is enjoined on the petitioner to state in the elec¬ 
tion petition all the material facts disclosing a cause of action, 
in case of averments of corrupt practice, apar from the 
statement of material facts, it is required that material parti¬ 
culars of the corrupt practice should also be disclosed in the 
petition. The requirement of the Act envisages that in case 
o (allegations of corrupt pract'ce, the petition has to be 
suppoited by an affidavit in the prescribed form. Neither the 
lav of pleadings nor the provisions of the Act envisage ti e 
pleading of evidence or law or the legal results Mowing from 
the facts to be pleaded, At the same time, it is also accepted 
that the mere use of epithets in the pleadings is of no 
consequence. 

(2V) It may be noticed that cause of action as understood, 
is a bundle of faers entitling a person in the eventuality of 
violation of his right, to enforce the same through the remedy 
provided by the statute, ft must be a whole cause of action 
Every ingredient constituting the violation of the right must 
have occurred. It is an act or omission on the part of the 
defendant which gives the petitioner a cause of action. The 
petitioner must have legal right, a natural or a right con¬ 
ferred by a statute. The act of interference by a person 
in exercise of any of these rights confers a right to 
enforce it by means of a legal process. The act of violation 
of the tight committed by a person g'\Cs the petitioner a 
cause of action. 

(22) It has been iudiciallv well settled what are material 

facts. -t-i'M 

(23) The materia] facts, though nowhere defined, yet by 

precedents, have requird some connotation. The material facts, 
in each case stand on their own footing, These are the facts 
which If established, give the petitioner the relief asked for. 
Apart from other tests, one of the test suggested by the 
judicial precedents, is “whether the Court could have given 
a direct verdit in favour of the election petitioner on the 
basis of the facts and the pleadings in case the returned 
candidate had not appeared to oppose the election petition? 
Material facts are the necessary facts formulating a complete 
cause of action. The material facts are constituted of the 
grounds, the charge i.e. the facts constituting the chnree and 
the facts necessary to formulate a complete c.it'se of action. 
Material facts must demonstrably state the facts showimr 
existence of a right, its violation and consequences of the 

violation. They must show what has been prohibited by the 

Act, has been done. These arc the facts from which a parti¬ 
cular conduct which is inviolarion of the statutory provisions 
of the Act or is not »n conformity with it, has to be inferred. 
These niii-'l and should categorically, prceisclv and unambi¬ 
guously show the ground of attack. Material facts are sine qua 
non for an election petition. The words of (he statute cannot 
be taken for material facts inasmuch as these are the facts 
leading to a conclusion. What are the material facts or whether 
a fact is a material fact or not and Is required to he pleaded 
fts such, is a question which depends on the nature of the 

charge levelled, the grounds relied upon and the special 

circumstances of the case. These are the facts which offer the 
basis for the allegations mad© in the election petition material 
facts must be germane to the statute giving a cause of action 
to the petitioner. They must specify the. essential ingredients 
of the corrupt practices alleged. Material facts are the soul 
of an election petition. Tn ihe absence of material facts, an 
election petition cannot be tried. In the absence of material 
facts an election petition is. 'n fact, no election petition. Re¬ 
ference may be made to Rani Sewnk Yadav v. Hussain Kamil 
Kidwai and Others AIR 1964 S.C 124b 


(24) Similarly, it is well settled that the material parti¬ 
culars in a case of corrupt practice arc sometime so inter¬ 
woven with material facts that it becomes difficult to separate 
the two. The material particulars may have material facts 
but it mav not be true otheruiiv round. The object of mate¬ 
rial particulars as understood is to give a complete and 
definite picture of the acts attributed to the returned candi- 
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date. They are required to be stated in terms of Section 83 
of the Act. The Act enjoins a duty on the petitioner to dis¬ 
close the material particulrrs as far as possible only in case 
of corrupt practices. The object appears m be and has been 
recognised as intended to meet fairness to the returned candi¬ 
date and to fulfil the picture of cause of action with infor¬ 
mation sufficiently detailed to put the returned candidate on 
guard and not to throw a nirprve upon him, 

(25) learned counsel for the returned candidate argued 
that the Election Petition as presented, is devoid of material 
tacts. It docs not disclose the name an;] particulars of the 
electors whose rights are alleged to have been interfered 
with. It has not been specified whether tic persons alleged to 
have been threatened were the party workers or the electors 
No material facts from which interference in electoral rights 
of the electors can be inferred, have been pleaded. It was 
argued that th petitioners r.nvr- nowhere pleaded that the 
persons svho were alleged to have not cast their votes, were 
registerd as voters in the Constituency of the returned candi¬ 
date. The ixtrsons who were asked to leave the Polling Booth 
had to he necessarily voters in the Constituency. It was con¬ 
tended that Ibe mimes of the perpetrators of the corrupt 
practice have not been stated. The thrust of the argument 
was that these were the material facts required to be stated 
and the petition being breft of the same is liable to be 
disniived at tbi s stage. 

(26) It was further urged that in case the perpetrators of 
the alleged corrupt practice Were other than the relumed 
candidate, the fact constituting the consent of the returned 
cadidate has not been stated in the Election Petition. These 
are material facts which are conspl.-i,ou;Iy missing in the elec¬ 
tion petlt : cn. It was argued that interference has to be in 
(he electoral rights of the eioeturs asking non-voters to go 
away, world not amount in into- fercncc in the electoral 
rights. It was argued that in order to constitute corrupt prac¬ 
tice of undue influence, it has to be exercised on the voters 
before they cast their votes. Its exercise after votes are cast, 
is of no consequence. It is rimer the voter was threatened or 
was induced to exercise the elc'.rnl right in a particular 
fashion or the elector was not allowed to exercise his elec¬ 
toral right that constitute the corrupt pmcrfice of undue 
influence. 

(27) The learned counsel for the returned candidate pointed 
out. the particulars lr.Vlpg as the- Registration Number of 
♦he err in which the returned candidate and his supporters 
are alleged to have gone to the Pi lling Booth, the nature of 
weapons used, the persons who (red in the nir, and the vote 
number of the electors whose electoral right has been in¬ 
terfered wbh. These particulars have not been specifically 
stated in the petition. 

(28) So far as the material facls constituting the commis¬ 
sion of corrupt practice envba >ed by Section 123(7) of the 
Act are concerned, it was rrglied that it has not been stated 
how the assistance of the Government Curetted Officers for 
furtherance of the prospects of the election of the returned 
candidate had been obtained. Tt was fuither argued that since 
it had not been attributed to Mr. K. S. Tomar Senior Supdt. 
of Police that he had asked Congress-T voters pot to Vole, 
consequently no material facts constituting corrupt practice 
as envisaged by Seciion 123(7) of the Act has been disclosed. 

(29> The learned counsel for the returned candidate sub¬ 
mitted that petitioners cannot be allowed to fur¬ 
nish better particulars after a lapse of nine months. 

(30) The learned counsel for 'he returned candidate relied 
on T.alit Kishore Chaturvedi v, Tagdish Prasad Thanda 1990 
(1) S.P..T. 290, Ram Dial v. Sant Lai and others, A.I.R. 
1959 S.C. 855, Jamuna Prasad Singh v. Shri Ram Nivas 
and others, A.I.R. 1959 Madhya Pradesh 226, Balwant Singh 
v. Lakshmi Narain and others A.I.R. 1960 S.C. 770, 
Chandrashekhar Singh v. Surjoo Prasad Singh and another, 
A.I.R. 1961 Patna 189, Krishna Kumar v, Krishna Gopal, 
A.I.R. 1964 Raiasthan 21. laising Keshrising Rehvar v. 
Vallabhdas Shankerlal Thekdi end others, A.I.R. 1967 Gujarat 
62. Baburao Patel and others v. Dr. Zakir Hussain and 
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others. A.I.R. 1968 S.C. 904, Samant N, Balakrishna etc. 
v. George Fernandez and others, A.LR. 1969 S.C. 1201 
H. V. Kamath v, ,c. H. Nitraj Singh, A.I.R. 1970 S.C. 211, 
Hardwari Lai v. Kanwal Singh, A.I.R. 1972 S.C. 515, LK, 
Chouhury v. Birendra Chandra Dutta (1972) 42 E.L.R. 66, 
Manphui Singh v. Surinder Singh, A.I.R. 1973 S.C. 2158, 
Baciian Singh and another v. Prithvi Singh and others, A.I.R. 
19.75 S.C. 926, Ziyauddin Burbanuddin Bukhari v. Brijmohan 
Ramdas Mehra and others, A.I.R. 1975 S.C. 1788. Udhav 
Singh v. Madhav Rao Schindia, A.I.R. 1976 S.C. 744, 
Virendra Singh v. Vitnal Kumar, A.I.R. 1976 S.C. 2169, 
A&l Lai v. Kanshi Ram, ALR, 1980 S.C. 1358, Roop Lai 
Sathi v. Nachhattar Singh, A.LR. 1982 S.C. 1559, Char an 
Lai Sahu v. Giani Zail Singh and another with Nem Chandra 
Jain v. Zail Singh and Charatl Singh and others v. Zail Singh 
arid another, A.I.R. 1984 S.C. 309. Rant Singh and others 
v. Col. Ram Singh, A.I.R. 1986 S.C. 3 and Azhar Hussain 
v. Rajiv Gandhi, A.I.R. 1986 S.C. 1253. 

(311 The learned counsel for the petitioners refuted the 
submissions made and in the alternative contended that the 
missing facts pointed out are neither material facts nor mate¬ 
rial particulars. It was further urged that in case the Court 
comes to the conclusion that the particulars alleged to be 
missing are found to be the material particulars and are the 
necessary particulars, the petitioners are willing supply the 
same within the time allowed by the Court. 

(32) In order to support his contention, the learned coun¬ 
sel for the petitioners relied on Jamuna Prasad Singh v. 
Shri Ramnivas and others, A.I.R. 1959 Madhya Pradesh 
226. Chandrashekhar Singh v. Sarjoo Prasad Singh and ano¬ 
ther. A.LR. 1961 Patna 189, Krishna Kumar v. Krishna 
Gopal. A.I.R. 1964 Rajasthan 21 and Laising Keshrising 
Rehvar v. Vallabhdas Shankerlal Thekdi and others, AXR. 
1967 Gujarat, 62. 

(33) At this stage, it would be expedient to refer to the 
relevant provisions of the Act, which are under considera¬ 
tion. Section 79 of the Acf runs as under: 

“ ‘Electoral right’ means right of a person to stand or 
not to stand, to withdraw or not to withdraw from 
being a candidate or to vote or refrain from voting 
at an election.”" 1 

(34) Section 123(2) of the Act defines undue influence • 
which runs as under: 

“123(2) Undue influence, that is to say, any direct or 
indirect interference or attempt to interfere on the 
part of the candidate or his agent, or of any other 
person with the consent of the candidate or his 
election agent, wbh the free exercise of any elec¬ 
toral right; 

Provided that— 

(a) without prejudice to the generality of the provi¬ 
sions of the clause any such person as is referred 
to therein who—- 

(i) threatends any candidate or any elector, or any 

person, in whom a, candidate or an elector is 
interested, with injury of any kind including 
social ostracism and ex-communication or ex¬ 
pulsion from any caste or community; or 

(ii) induces or attempts to induce a candidate or 

any elector to believe that he, or any person 
in whom he is interested, will become or will 
be rendered an object of divine displeasure or 
Spiritual censure. 

shall be deemed to interfere with the free exercise 
of the electoral right of such candidate or electoral 
within the meaning of this clause; 

(b) a declaration of public policy, or a promise of. 
public action, or the mere exercise of a legal 
right without -intent to interfere with an electoral 
right, shpll not he deemed to be interference with¬ 
in the meaning of this clause.’ 

(35) Although: the counsel am net ionnuiare tjrs submis¬ 
sion, fn * particular,form yet the averments of various events. 


each constituting an independent act of undue influence, have 
been stated in. Paragraphs 5. to IT of the Election Petition, 
The material facts with respect to each event are narrates! in 
an independent Para of the Election Petition. Though; the 
averments of material facts made in each Para are indepen¬ 
dent corrupt practices as defined by Sec. 123, yet the aver¬ 
ments of the material facts are a kin to each other add it 
would be apposite to state in extenso in the words of the 
election pe-itioners taken from Paragraph 9, which runs as 
under"; 

‘That at about 12.30 Noon on 22nd November, 1989 
Sarvashri Jai Parkash, returned candidate, along with 
Shri Sukhpal Singh alias Sukha, Chander Singh, 
resident of Pega District Jind, Bhupinder resident of 
Julani District Jind, Joga Singh, Dharmvir resident 
of Anupgarh District Jind, and many others came 
to Patel Nagar, Hissar, in their respective vehicles. 
There were 10/12 vehicles in which the above men¬ 
tioned persons came to Patel Nagar Polling booths 
Nos. 121, 122, 123, 124 and 125 which were set up 
in one locality. Shri Jai Parkash and others men¬ 
tioned above came down from their vehicles and 
opened indiscriminate firing. Shri Jai Parkash asked 
his above named persons and others who were ac¬ 
companying him to beat and threaten the electors 
who were standing in the queue for casting their 
votes. Shri Jai Parkash and the above named per¬ 
sons and some others with his consent gave (Mating 
to the electors who were standing in their queue 
and thev were compelled to leave the place under 
threat. Electors were beaten up by them and most 
of th- e’eetors because of their fear run away and 
left the polling booths. Not only this, Shri Jai 
Parkash asked his above named persons and other 
supporters who were accomnanying him to remove 
the tents set up by the Congress-I and beat the 
Congress-I workers. The tents which were installed 
by the Congress-T for the above mentioned Booths, 
was managed by one Jai; Mai Singh, Advocate, 
Hissar, who is also a Municipal Commissioner, 
Hissar. The above mentioned persons manhandled 
him also besides other Cbngress-J workers. Shri 
Balwant Chawla, a young boy who was also a Con¬ 
gress-I elector was chased bv them from the polling 
Booths and ultimately the boy was murdered. Shri 
Sobha Ram son of Bhuru was also one of the- elec¬ 
tors/workers of the Congrees-I snd helping Shri Jai 
Mai Singh in managing the work regarding the above 
mentioned polling booths. He was also beatqn up* 
bv Shri Jai Parkash—respondent (returned candidate) 
and his supporters with his consent and connivance. 
Shri K. S. Tomar. SSP Hissar along got down from 
bis .Ambassador Car along with his 2/3 police conr 
stables at the mailing booth and threatened the elec¬ 
tors and asked them to go awav to their houses,: 
otherwise they would be arrested. It was done by him 
nt the asking of the returned candidate, Sbn Jai 
P a akash—respondent.” 

(36) Paragraph 9 has been specifically quoted In eXtenscr, 
fo' the reason that the thrust of arguments of the learned ceran- 
with respect to lack of facts, was directed mainly towards 
this Para as it contained a little more details and facts are 
nv-re lucidly stated therein than the other Paragraphs. Other- 
w ; se as stated above, the scheme of the statement of material 
fac+s in Paragranhs 5 to 11 is pari materia with the facts 
stated in Paragraph 9 and we need not repeat the same. 

(371 There is no dispute that the Election Petition ean be 
rejected in limine if it does not disdqse any cause of action,. 
Re f eronce may b- made to Azhar Hussain’s case (supra) 
nr-* Dbartinakar Madap tal Agarwal vs. Shri Rajiv Gandhi, 
A.TR. 1987 S.C. 1577. 


A reading of section 123 makes it obv'ou* that,it is 
not only a case of.interference m the free exercise of the elee- 
tooff rigid- of a particular person, which amounts t® corrupt 
nrSctfce of undue influence, a general threat held out to the 
electors of the constituency has also been prohibited >y -the 
Act- and has been recognised as a corrupt practice of undue 
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influence. The object of itemiring corrupt practices of undue 
influence appears to be keeping away the exercise of brawl 
for winning the election. Taking any unfair advantage by the 
returned candidate resulting in the compulsion of the voters to 
vote or refarin from voting or exercise their elctoral right 
under any compuis on and not according to their tree will, 
has been taken care of under the head, 'conr’ssicn of undue 
influence”, as well as booth capturing. 

(39) The scheme of section 123 of the Act is defining, 
itemising and stating certain defined acts to be corrupt prac¬ 
tices. Tire object and the intention of the Legislature, from a 
reading of the section appears to bo upkeeping the purity of 
the elections, The statute by keeping social conditions and 
human inability to comprehend the ingenuity for corrupting 
the election system to secure political power, has defined the 
undue influence In most general terms. The words and language 
of tlie section are quite wide and general In nature and not 
restricted. Giving it a natural mo rning it includes nil infflucnecs 
contrary to the due and permissible influence. It has not 
only provided a direct of indirect inter; fere nee in the electoral 
right by any person with the consent of the returned candi¬ 
date or his election agent as undue mfluenco, hut even an 
attempt at interference in the electoral right has been taken 
care of and has been defined to be undue influnce for the 
purpose of ihe Act. Not only this, by providing a deoming 
deftnaitiion of undue influence a threat to a person with any 
injury of any kind has been stated to be a deemed undue in¬ 
fluence The decerning provisions have to be taken to a logical 
end and given effect to. An attempt’ has been kept within the 
ambit of undue influence rendering the election void. 

(40) The dictum provided by Hon’ble the Supreme Court 
in Lalit Kishore Chaturvedi’s case (supra), is that there 
cannot be any dispute that undue influence is an influence which 
arises on facts pleaded and proved. Mere averment that a per¬ 
son exercised undue influence, in the absence of precise facts, 
namely the nature of such influence, the person on whom it 
was exercised, and the time and place of its exercise, is of 
no consequence, In the absence of material facts, the plea¬ 
dings fall short of the requirement of law. The thrust of 
argument of tho learned counsel for the returned candidate 
is on tho law laid down by the Supreme Court to the effect 
"the person on whom it was exercised and the time and place 
of it", makes it obvious that the person on whom it was 
exercised is the material fact along with the time and place 
of its exercise. 

(41) I find no force in ihe contention raised by tho learned 
counsel for the returned e: ndidate. The observations made by 
the Supreme Court cannot be read in isolation nor it can be 
read as a statute. The observations made or n sentence stated 
here and there caunnot be read out of the context and with¬ 
out keeping in view the facts and circumstances of the case 
in which the observations were made. A particular sentence 
cannot be called out of the entire decision and then relied 
upon. It was in the facts and circumstances of the case as 
well as the nature of undue influenced alleged, that it was 
observed that the person upon whom it was exercised was 
necessary to be disclosed in the Election petition as a mate¬ 
rial fact. That is not so in the case in hand. The facts of 
the case cited are not even close to either the facts of or 
the questions involved in and being determined in the instance 
case. 

(42) The Hon’ble Supiemc Court mado the observations 
while considering whether a false statement regarding the 
result of election was designed to exercise undue Influnce on 
the minds of the voters so that free exercise of their right to 
vote is effectively interfered with. 

(43) In Bachan Singh’s case (supra) the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court observed that section 123(2) is couched In very wide 
terms.. It was observed that the prefix ’undue’ includes that 
there must be some abuse of the influence. ‘Undue’ is used 
in contra-distinction to ‘proper influence*. 

(44) There is no dispute with the proposition of 
law laid down in Bachan Singh’s cm • (supra), but there 
la no akinness of facts on whir the observations 
were made by the Supreme Court to the faces, the aver- 
menta made and the nature of undue Wbicnce attributed to 
the returned candidate in the case in hand. 


(45) So far as Ziyaudd n Burhanuddir Bukhari's case 
(supra) is concerned, it was section J23(3-A) of the Act, 
which wav under consideration. The Hon’blc Supreme Court 
after t!iking note ol tho definit on of undue influence a* 
defined under the Indian Contract Act and Representation of 
people Act, observed, “It will be seen that English law on 
the subject has ihe same obiect as the relevant provisions of 
section 123 of our Act. But, Ihe previsions of sections 123 
(2), 123(3) & 123(3Aj seem wider in scope and also 
Contain speed; mention of what may be construed as 
“undue influence” viewed in the background of onr political 
history and the special conditions which have prevailed in 
the country". 

(46) in Buburuo Patel’s case (supra), it was observed 
that issuance of a whip by the Prime Minister to party 
legislators asking for vote and declaration of public policy 
of the party does not amount to undue influence. 

(47) In J. K. Choudhurv’s case (supra), the question 
whether assaults in the election by workers ot a party on 
the workers of another party amount to undue influence or 
not, was not determined, Tin's is so discernible front tho 
following observations made — 

“We shall assume that these instances ot assault by Cong¬ 
ress workers on the United Front workers are true. 
But our attention has not been invited to any evidence on 
record to show that the assaults in question were “either 
eng'neered by the appellant or were made with his consent. 
During the election times when emotions are roused and 
party feelmga worked up, it is not uncommon to have such 
incidents here and there nut that docs not amount to an 
undue inflncnce under section 123(2) of the Act". 

(48) The propositions lad down iu Manphul Singh’s 
case (supra), Dhartipaiar Madan Lai Agarwal’s case(supra) 
and Azhar Hussain’s case (supra) are to the effect that :— 
(i) charges of corrupt are quasi criminal and should be 
proved satisfactorily; (ii) the allegations should not be vague 
and general 'n nature lacking in requisite facts, details and 
particulars with respect to Ihe ground on which the election 
of the returned candidate is challenged; (iii) Avoid roving 
and fishing enquiry; (iv) Compliance of sect'ons 83 and 123 
of the Act is mandatory; and (v) Non-disclosure of cause of 
action and material facts in tho pleadings would result in 
rejection of the Election Petition, 

(49) There cannot be any dispute with the observations 
of the Hon'blo Supreme Court in Ram Singh's caso(supra) 
to tin effect that corrupt practice alleged must have been 
committed by tho candidate or his polling agen; or any other 
person with the implicit consent of the candidate or his 
polling agent. It is only then that clect'on of the returned 
candidate can be declared to be void. 

(50) In Charatt Lai Sahu’s case (supra) h distinction was 
made out between connivance and consent. It was observed 
that where undue influence was pleaded with the connivance 
of the returned candidate, it would amount to absence of 
pleadings with respect to consent. 

(51) So far as the judgment : n lamuna Prasad Singh'* 
case (supra) is concerned, the observations made in view 
of the peculiar facts and circumstances “that returned Candi¬ 
date was supported by a gang of dacoits led by named 
dacoits, who canvassed the voters in the particular villages 
on particular dates to the effect that” is the effect that unless 
the allegat'ons of corrupt practice satisfy the material jnszrc 
(bents envisaged by section 123, the election cannot he set 
aside however, apprehensible otherwise the Act may be. 

(52) No assistance cun be drawn from Lairing Keshrl- 
sing Rehvar’s case (supra), in detennining the question in 
issue to the effect, whether names of the particular voter* 
whose rights have been interfered with, is a material fact, 
necessary to be pleaded before a person can be charged 
with the commisson of corrupt pract’ce. 

(53) Support can be derived from the observations made 
n Ram Dial’s case(supra) in determining the question in 
hand. The facts lucfdly stated in the judgment arc to the 
effect that the returned candidate rot a firman from a 
religious Guru to his followers to toe effec. tint their 
Dhartnn required ihent to support tlr returned candidate and 
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oppose the election petitioner and not following the farman 
would incur the wrath of Gurus and the electors would be 
object of Div'.ne displeasure. This case comes closure to 
the case in hand. 

(54) The question taised was to effect, whether parti¬ 
culars of the individual who had been subjected to undue 
influence have to be stated and the general allegation of 
undue influence without reference to individual was not 
enough. While answering the question, the Hon’blc Supreme 
Court observed that the law in England, relating to undue 
influence at elections, is different than the law on the sub¬ 
ject in India. It was held that ‘The words of the Engnish 
statute, quoted above lay emphasis upon the individual aspect 
of the exercise of undue influence. It was with lelcrence to 
the words of that statute, that Bramwell, B. made the follow¬ 
ing observations in North Durham :— 

“When the language of the Act is examined it will be 
found that intimidation to be within the statute 
must be intimidation practised upon an Individual." 

The observation further runs :— 

“The Indian law on Lhe other hand does not emphasise 
the individual aspect of the exercise of such in¬ 
fluence, but pays regard to the use ot such influence 
as has the tendency to bring about the result 
contemplated in the clause. What is material under 
the Indian law. is not the actual effect produced, 
but the doing of “such acts as are calculated to 
interfere with the free exercise til any electoral 
right.” 

Resultantly, it was found thaL the issuance q 1‘ the iuiman 
left no choice to the electors, implying that disobedience ot 
his mandate would carry Divine displeasure or spiritual cen¬ 
sure and the case fell within the tour corners of section 
123(2) Proviso A(ii) of the Act 

f55j In Chandrnshehhar Singh's case (Supra), it was observ¬ 
ed that the names of the parties alleged to have committed 
the corrupt practice should be deemed to be one of the parti¬ 
culars required to be given. The particulars of the corrupt 
practice necessarily include the names the electors alleged 
to have been subjected to such corrupt practice. Though the 
Supreme Court has categorically observed that the names of 
the electors whose right has been interfered with as well as 
those of the perpetrators of the corrupt practice, are the 
particulars of the corrupt practice, still it was held to be an 
incurable infirmity. The judgment has been noticed as it was 
cited at the bur, but this is not of much assistance lor the 
decision of the question to be determined in the present case. 

(56) In Mohan Lai Seth (a v. Chiranjivlul flarsola and an¬ 
other. 1970 TJ.J. (S.C.) 231, the electioo was challenged for 
commission of corrupt practices as defined by section 123(3) 
of the Act, i.e. that the votes were secured by committing 
corrupt practice of appealing to the villagers in the name of 
religion and threatening the voters that they would incur 
Divine displeasure if they voted for a particular party. After 
noticing the facts to the effect that in a speech the voles were 
sought alleging that the party of the returned candidate had 
failed tP protect the cow, rather was, in fact, allowing its 

slaughter and.vote for them would umount to sin of 

Gobatya, it was held that commission of corrupt practices 
as defined by section 123(2) of the Act was made out. 

(57) The gbo\e reading of sections 123 and 79 of the Act 
and keeping in view the scheme of the Act defining, itemising 
and stating certain acts as deemed to be corrupt practices 
makes it clear that the object and the intention of the Legis¬ 
lature is to up keep the purity of the election. Undue "in¬ 
fluence has been defined by keeping in view social conditions 
and human inability to comprehend the ingenuity, for all times 
to come, for corrupting the election system to securo politi¬ 
cal power. The definition of undue influence as would be 
obvious from the words used in the section can be said (o be 
perfectly wide, general in nature and not restricted. One 
must look at the law anj the Acts alloged to have been 
violated and ask whether a corrupt, practice has been com¬ 
mitted. Giving a natural meaning to the section it includes 
all influences contrary to due and permissible influence. The 
Act has prohibited the direct or indirect interference .in the 


electoral rights of a person by any person with the consent 
cf the returned candidate or his election agent. Even an 
idle nipt at interference in the electoral rights has been embrac¬ 
ed within the definition of undue influence. By providing a 
deeming definition a threaL to a candidate or any elector or 
.,nv pei.,i>n in whom a candidate or an elector is interested 
with injury of any kind is deemed to be undue influence. The 
deeming provisions have to be given effect fp and taken to 
its logical end. 

1 5b) Learned counsel for the petitioner has rightly con¬ 
tended alter referring to the precedents stated above lhat the 
ingredients of undue influence are (i) the interference; (ii) 
vmn the Jree exercise of o 1 coloral rights; (lii) interference can 
be cither direct or indirect or it may e\ep be only in attempt 
at interference; fiv) the act ol interference or attempt at 
inteitcrcnce must be ciihcr by the returned candidate or his 
election agent or by his supporters with his or his election 
agent's consent. 

t59) The threat held out to a candidate or an elector or 
any person in whom either the candidate or the elector was 
interested has been deemed to be an interference in the elec¬ 
toral rigut.s. Similarly inducement or attempt at inducement 
ol any c.eUor or candidate or any person in whom either of 
mcni are interested or threat ot being rendered an object 
ol Divine displeasure would also amount to intertercnce m 
ino electoral rights. 

(u<Jj Keeping in view Lhe above piinciple, I have gone 
thiLiugh the election petition. 

1,61) There is no gain saying that the corrupt practice has 
to be proved beyond reasonable doubt us a criminal chaige, 
inougn uie trial is to be held in accordance with the proce¬ 
dure provided by the Code of Civil Procedure. The object 
of material particulars is to serve the purpose of containing 
the meaningless iat.gution an Jlo give a change to the re¬ 
turned cunmdate to meet ,thc charge against hpn effectively. 
W hat particulars are required to bo given, must depend on 
the facts of each case. These should be commensurate with 
the charge. Material particulars must be insisted upon to an 
extent which is reasonable in the circumstances Of the case 
and the nature of the acts attributed to the returned candi¬ 
date. I he object of requirement of material particulars is to 
put a slop on fishing and roving enquiry and to keep the lis 
us certain and definite. There is no doubt that as observed 
earlier, the material facts and material particulars some¬ 
times may overlap. In the abscnco of any material particulars, 
i he parties would be at liberty to pick up facts according to 
their choice winch is not permissible under the election law. 
1 hough no syllogistic accuracy is needed while giving tho 
material particulars yet the requirement of fair trial de¬ 
mands that fair and good., notice of facts constituting the 
charge should bo given to the returned candidate, which ho 
tv supposed to meet. The absence of material particulars may 
not result in lie rejeclion of the Election Petition but the 
absence of material facts does not have that result, infirmity' 
of material particular is curable by way of amendment while 
m case of absence of material facts, the same cannot be sup- 
o later. The absence of material facts would result in in¬ 
complete cause of action, 

(62) Keeping the principles us observed above, in view, I 
take up Paragraph 9, us reproduced above. In my considered 
view, it Joes disclose the commission of corrupt practice of 
undue influence. The material facts disclosed us emerged 
are that Jai Parkash, Sukhpal Singh alias Sukha, Chander 
Singh, Bhupinder, Jogu Singh and Dharmvir came to parti¬ 
cular Booths Nos. 121 lo 124, Pulel Nagur, Hissar, on Nov¬ 
ember 22, 1989 at 12,30 P.M. Jaj parkash returned candidate 
asked and threatened the electors standing in queue for cast¬ 
ing their votes. He further threatened them in order to over¬ 
awe them. The returned candidate and the persons named 
opened indiscriminate firing at Polling Booths, in fact, the 
electors had been beaten by them. Thus, they compelled ibe 
electors standing in queue to leave the Polling Booths with¬ 
out casting their votes. No! only this, the. tents of Congress-! 
workers were removed. They were given beating. One of (fie 
tleciois. namely. Balvvurit ( fiawla, a voting lioy was chased 
bv them front the Polling Booth and the boy was ultimately 
murdered. The persons who were beaten, have been uaoyetf. 
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(63) The returned eaiwidate claimed that the names and 
particulars of the electors whose rights were interfered with 
is a material fact constituting the corrupt practice and the 
same has not been disclosed. Mere asking certain persons to 
leave the Polling Booth has been mentioned and no specific 
interference with the electoral rights of the electors is plead¬ 
ed, It was contended thm it has not been pleaded that the 
persons who were asked to leave were the electors of this 
constituency and they had not cast their votes earlier. Ihe 
persons who were asked lo leave, cannot be assumed neces¬ 
sarily to be the electors and supporters qf one party who 
were subjected to undue influence. A corrupL practice is made 
out only when electors of opposite camp arc threatened or 
induced or refrained from exercising such electoral right. 

(64) I find no force in the contention raised by the learn¬ 
ed counsel for the returned candidate. From a reading of 
the petition as a whole, keeping in view the intention of the 
petitioners from the tenor and terms of the petition, it is 
obvious that the names of the perpetrators of the corrupt 
practice has been specifically stated. The date, time and place 
have also been specified. The pet doners have given the booth 
numbers the name of the constituency and the time 
when firing in lh« air was done to scare the voters standing 
in queue to cast their votes. The gravemen of the charge of 
corrupt practice in the facts and circumstances of this case is 
not violation of an electoral right of an individual. The 
corrupt practice is complete when the material facts disclose 
that there was an attempt to interfere with the electoral 
rights of the voters. The attempt may not be directed against a 
particular person or a voter, it can be general. The material 
facts categorically disclose that indiscriminate firing was done 
at the polling Booths where the electors were standing in 
queue to casct their voles. Ihe gravemen of the charge is 
scaring away all the electors at a Polling Booth. It is the 
act of the returned candidate which is prohibited or which 
falls within the definition of commission of corrupt practice 
and not the effect of it on the electors* Running a way of the 
electors or particularising of (he electors towards whom the 
act was directed, cannot be stated to be a material fact in 
order to charge the returned candidate with the commission 
of corrupt practice of under influence. 

(65) The corrupt practice is complete when the material 
facts as to the person who committed it is disclosed to be 
the returned candidate along with his supporters who had 
fired in the air. The second material fact is disclosed when it 
has been attributed that the voters standing in the queue ' 
were asked by the returned candidate and his supportors to 
go away anj not to cast their voles. Thirdly, the time and 
finally the booth numbers have been given. The material facts 
disclosed lead to an inference that under the threats attribut¬ 
ed to have been exercised by the returned candidate along 
with his supporters, no choice was left with the electors stand¬ 
ing in queue for casting their votes to exercise their franchise 
freely. As has been observed in Rum Dial's case (supra) in 
Tndiau law with regard to the commission of corrupt practice 
emphasis is not directed towards individual violation but 
regard has been made with respect to the use of such influence 
as has the tendency to bring about the result contemplated in 
the clause and taking away free exercise of the choice of 
franchise or compulsion of any nature on the voters to con¬ 
duct in a particular way has been embraced within the defi¬ 
nition of corrupt practices. 

(66) The most striking part in the pleadings is that mate¬ 
rial facts with respect to the beating of the workers and 
voters of the Congrcss-T candidate has been specifically 
stated. The time and place, the perpetrators of. the corrupt 

ractice and the person on whom it has been perpetrated 
ave been stated. The assault on the workers of a candidate 
cannot be stated to be outside the purview of the definition 
of undue influence. It is reasonable and workable way to look 
at the definition with respect to the threat of injury to an ’ 
elector or even a person in whom either the candidate or the 
elector is interested. There Can be no second opinion that in 
hts workers the election-petitioners would be interested. 

(67) The scheme of tbe petition as well as the averments 
categorically show that the allegation that there was inter- 
erence by the returned candidate in exercise of free electoral 
rights, was .in general nnd directed toward! the voters stand¬ 
ing in queue at the lime such act was alleged to have been 


committed. Law does not envisage impossible to be done, 
Thi afore, the facts alleged to 1 -i material facts, absent from 
the nleadings cannot be takeD as the material facts constitut¬ 
ing i he corrupt practices alleged. 

< 8) The net result of the av .-rpients made in paragraph 9 
apart from the observations made above, is to the effect that 
the O oons were let loose. The voters standing in the queue 
wer made to run without casting their votes and the workers 
of Oongress-I in whom the petitioners were interested, were 
beaten. If these facts if proved, do not constitute undue in¬ 
fluence, then whgt else undue influence would be, cannot be 
comprehended, 

(69) The emphasis laid by the counsel for the returned 
candidate with regard to indiscriminate firing and telling the 
vote>s to go away is that it is Dot stated that the voters were 
the voters of the defeated candidate and they had not still 
exercised their right to vote. 1 am afraid these ipe not rele¬ 
vant material facts to constitute the cause of action. There 
may be the factors which can be taken note of while appre¬ 
ciating evidence but these do not constitute material facts in 
absence of which may result in incomplete cause of action. 

(70) I find no force in the contention raised by the learned 
counsel for the returned candidate that corrupt practices have 
to be named. In my considemed view, pleading of material 
facts is sufficient to disclose a cause of action. It is for the 
Courts to infer under which head the material facts disclosed, 
fall to constitute corrupt practice itemised by section 123 of 
the Act. Tho statements made in the pleadings attributed to 
the returned candidate asking the named persons to beat the 
workers of the defeated candidate and asking the voters and 
the persons standing there to run away, would be sufficient 
in the facts and circumstances of the case to infer the con¬ 
sent of the returned candidate, if the facts alleged are 
proved. 

(71) Merely not naming certain persons particularly when 
the allegations with regard.to the persons named, are separ¬ 
able from those with regard to the persons who were not 
named, cannot render the allegations vague and not triable. 

(72) The contention raised by the counsel for the returned 
candidate that names of the voters and their particulars viz. 
car numbers, identification marks, the nature of the weapons 
used, admittedly described by the counsel himself as parti¬ 
culars, in my considered view, are neither the material facts 
nor the material particulars. These are matters of evidence 
w prove the allegation* There is no gainsaying that if these 
things had been stated in the Election Petition, it might give 
strength to the version and the story set up by the petitioners 
in the Election Petition. These are the factors which can be 
taken note of or considered while appreciating the evidence 
and for coming to the conclusion whether t]b© case set Up is 
true or not. In tho facts and circumstances of this case and 
ihe scheme of the Flection Petition, these particulars are of 
little importance at this stage. The petition cannot be dismiss¬ 
ed for luck of these particulars even if these are accepted to 
be the particulars. 

E.P. 6 of 1990 

(73) Almost same objection has been raised with respeet 
to Paragraphs 5 to 11 w th respect to the necessary material 
facts and particulars. The Objection is rejected for the 
reasons recorded above while dealing with Paragraph 9. 

(74) So far as the charge of obtaining the services of 
Mr. K. S. Tomar, Senior Superintendent of Police for fur¬ 
therance of election prospects of the returned candidate is 
concerned, It would bo appropriate to reproduce section 
123(7) of the Act. which tuns as under : 

“(71 The obtaining or procuring or abetting or attempt¬ 
ing to obtain or procure by a candidate or his agent 
or by any other person (with the consent of a 
candidate or bis election agent) any assistance 
(other than the giving of vote) for the furtherance 
of the prospects of that candidate’s election from, 
any person in the service of the Government and 
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belonging to any of the following classes, 
namely :— 

(a) gazetted officers; 

(b) stipendiary Judges and Magistrate; 

(c) members of the anted forces of the Union; 

(d) members of the police fodccs; 

(c) excise officers; 

(f) revenue officers other than village revenue officers 
known as lambardars malguzar, patels, deshmukh* 

Or by any other name, whose duty is to 
collect land revenue and who are remunerated by 
a share of, or commission on, the amount of 
land revenue collected by them but who do not 
discharge any police funct'ons; and 

(g) soch other class of persons in the service of the 
Government as may be prescribed ; 

‘‘Provided that where any person, in the service of 
the Government and belonging to any of the 
classes aforesaid, in the discharge of his official 
duty, makes any arrangements or provides any 
fac lities or does any oLher act cr thing, for, to, 
or in relation to, any candidate or his agent or 
any other peison acting with the consent of the 
candidate or his election agent (.whether by 
reason of the office held by the candidate or for 
any other reason) such arrangements, facilities or 
act or tiling shall not be deemed to be assistance 
for the furtherance of the prospects of that candi¬ 
date’s election)." 

(75) . This section came up for interpretation before the 
Hon'ble Supreme Court in Hardwari Lais case (supra). The 
Hon’ble Supreme Cburt strut nised the section very minutely 
and elaborately and came to the conclusion that before a 
corrupt practice as envisaged by Section 123(7) of the Act 
is made out against a returned candidate, it is enjoined upon 
the election petitioner to plead the material facta i.e. he 
should plead the mode of assistance, measure of assistance, 
the facts relating to the assistance, kind and form of assit- 
ance, in what manner the assistance was procured by the 
returned candidate for furtherance of his election prospects. 
The exactness of the time of assistance should also be 
pleaded. The assistance procured or obtained was for fur¬ 
therance of election prospects of the returned candidate must 
be pleaded as a natural fact. 

(76) . I find force 'n tho contention raised by the learned 
counsel for the returned candidate that on summarising the 
averments as pointed out above, made by tho election peti¬ 
tioner, even if read in conjunction with paragraphs 5 to 11, 
as stressed by the petitioner’s counsel, it comes to that 
Mr. K. S. Tomar, Senior Superintendent of Police asked 
cedtain Voters stending in queue to leave the polling booths 
irrespective of the party or tho candidate for whom they 
were voting. Nothing has been pointed out to show that 
the alleged act was for furtherance of the election prospects 
of the returned candidate. Similarly, there is nothing to 
show the time and date of obtaining the assistance. There 
arc no material facts from which it could be reasonably 
inferred how and in what manner the assistance has been 
obtained. The averment* axe clearly covered by the princi¬ 
ples laid down in Hardwari Lai’s case (supra). It does not 
disclose the material facts specifying the requirement of 
Section 123(7) of the Act. Thus facts making out a corrupt 
prac tice as envisaged by this Section have not been stated. 

(77) For the reasons discussed above, issues Nos. 1 and 
2 are answered in favour of the election petitioners while 
finding on Issue No. 3 is answered against the respondent. 
Issue No. E is decided, against the petitioners. 

ISSUE NO. 4 : 

(78) No error to the affidavit has been pointed out. 
Rather no argument has been addressed on this point. There¬ 
fore, the Issue is decided against the respondent. 


ISSUE NO. 5 : 

(79) The averments made m paragraphs 12, 13, 14, 15, 
17 and 20 are so Interwoven that they cannot be segregated. 
Apart from it, it is nobody’s case that pleadhgsjaverments 
the struck ofF under Order VI, rule 16 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure, which describes (he conditions for striking off 
the pleadings and provides that if the averments are scanda¬ 
lous, frivolous or vague etc., the same can be struck off. 
There s no such situation in the present case. My observa¬ 
tions are squarely covered by the judgment reported in 
Roop Lai Sethi’s ease (supra). The Issue is decided against 
the respondent. 

ISSUE NO. 6 : 

(80) This Issue has not been pressed by learned counsel 
for the respondent and is accordingly decided against the 
respondent. 

(81) As a result of the above discussion, tho case 845 is 
adjourned for ev'denee of (he petitioners on issue No. 7 i.e. 
“whether the election of respondent!returned candidate is 
void on account of corrupt practice of undue influence under 
Section 123(2) of the Act, as alleged in paragraphs 5 to 11 
of the election petition ? OPP". 

September 5th, 1991. 
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New Delhi, the 26th September, 1992 

S|0. No. 257.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951) 
the Election Commission hereby publishes the order 
dated the 4-4-1991 of the High Court of Judicature 
at Patna in Election Petition No. 6 of 1990. 

(Here print the order attached). 

[No. S2iBRj(6!90)|923 
By Order, 
BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT 
PATNA 

ORDER SHEET 
E.P. No. 6 of 1990 

Mohan Prasad <k Anr. .Petitioner 

Versus 

Professor Shai'endra Nath Shrivestava . . Opp. Party 

Serial Date of Order with signature Office notes 
as to No. of order action (if any) 

taken on order. 

ORDER 


IS. 4-4-1991 Heard learned counsel for the two 
petitioners and the sole respondent. 

Learned counsel for petitioner No. 1 does not press 
his petition dated 1-4-1991 filed under Section 109 
of the R.P. Act, 1951. It is therefore dismissed as 
not pressed. 

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that 
election of the sole respondent has been challenged 
on grounds other than corrupt practice. After filing 
of the election petition. Parliament has been dissolved. 
Now it would be futile to proceed with the election 
petition. He prays for dropping the election case 
and return of the security deposited. In this con¬ 
nection he has referred to a decision reported in 
L.R.C.P. (74)) 117 (Cartcr-V-Mills). It has been 
held in the above decision that the effect of a dissolu¬ 
tion of Parliament while an election petition is pend¬ 
ing, before the hearing if such petition, is that the 
petition drops, and the Court will order the, sum 


deposited by the petitioner by way of security for 
costs to be returned to him. J-earned counsel for 
the sole respondent, too prays for dropping the case 
as it would be merely academic to proceed with the 
election petition as decision would have no impact 
on the position of any party. In this connection he 
has referred to a decision in the case of Loknath- 
V-Birendra Kr. Sahu as reported in A.I.R. 1974 
S.C. 505. 

It has been held in the above case by the Apcxt 
Court of the country that it is well settled practice 
recognised and followed in India that if an issue is 
purely academic in that its decision one way or ihe 
other would have no impact on the position of the 
parties, it would be waste of public time and indeed 
not proper exercise of authority for the Court to 
engage itself iu deciding it. Their Lordships further 
remarked that the position would be different if the 
election was challenged on the ground of corrupt 
practice. 

Undisputcdly, the election of the sole respondent 
has not been challenged in the instant case on ground 
of corrupt practice. 

In view of the submissions made and the authori¬ 
ties cited, 1 am of the opinion, that it would not be 
proper 1o try the election petition as election has not 
been challenged on ground of comipt practice. 

In the circumstances, the election petition is 
dropped. The security money deposited by the 
petitioners be returned to them on application in 
accordance with the rules. 

Sd|- 

OM PRAKASH 
TRUE COPY 
For Joint Registrar (J) 
Patna High Court, Patna. 
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